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43 Conoress, IST Session. 
ae the adjudication of private claims. We all 
w, sir, that contested claims cannot be con- 
lered—the proof pro and con cannot be weighed 
h the deliberation that is requisite in the midst 
. debate on an appropriation bill. It is the 
the committee to examine and report 


KK 
wil 
ol - 

rovince of 
upon these claims. 

One word in relation to the circumstances under 
which this clam was rejected at the last session 
of Congress. I presume you remember, sir, that 
it was late at night, in the hurry of the closing 
hours of the session, when there was a great deal! 
‘ry bnsiness still to be done; when there was an 
annrehension existing in the minds of Senators— 
‘a i a well-founded apprehension, too—that all of 
the important appropriation bills would be lost, if 
the time of the Senate should be taken up in dis- 

iting controverted points. ‘This was the reason, 
apprehend, why the majority of the Senate voted 
to overrule the decision of the Chair. We know 
that such considerations weigh upon the minds of 
Senators; and that, under such circumstances, on 
the question before the Senate for its determina- 
tion, much weight cannot be attached to the vote 
of so small a majority as that by which the de- 
cision of the Chair was overruled. 

| remember, at the same time, that another 
amendment was put upon the bill, much more in 
the nature of a private claim than the one in ques- 
tion—that was the claim of Andrew Taylor. I 
believe it was during the same day that was ad- 
mitted, although there was some contest about it. 
It was debated, and was only lost in committee of 
conference at last, if [ recollect aright; and if I am 
wrong, my friend from Arkansas, the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian A ffairs, will put me right. 
That stood upon a similar policy, but savored 
more of the character of a private claim than this. 
] need not recapitulate the reasons advanced now 
by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss;} but 
it seems to me that they are surely sufficient to 
satisfy the Senate that this is not a private claim 
in the contemplation of the rule; that it is provid- 
ing for a claim public in its character, to carry out 
the provisions of an existing law, and the policy 
which has existed from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment. [I cannot doubt at all that the amend- 
ment is legitimate, and that it is not excluded by 
the rule. 

Mr. CHASE. It is quite true that when this 
question was before the Senate, at the last session, 
lappealed to the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,} 
who then moved it, to withdraw it; and that | 
referred to the condition in which the Senate was 
as areason for his yielding to the appeal. He 
was inclined to do so; but said, that, being the 
organ of the committee, he did not feel at liberty 
to yield to his own personal inclinations. In re- 
ferring to the condition of the Senate, I, of course, 
referred only to the fatigue incident to the late dis- 
cussion during a night session. The vote by 
which this class of claims was decided to be a 
private claim was, however, not the less an under- 
stood vote upon the part of the Senate. I recollect 
paseny well the argument that was urged by the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] He said 


that he was interested in providing for the pay- | 


ment of claimants for French spoliations, and a 
bill had actually passed the Senate sanctioning the 
payment of those claims; and yet he said he was 
not at liberty to move an amendment to the civil 
and diplomatic bill providing forthem. Although 


they arose under a law of the land, they were | 


private claims. They arose under a treaty, the 
Supreme law of the land; but still, being a large 
class of private claims, they could not be enter- 
tained by the Senate as an amendment to the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. 


have before me the report which was made at | 


the session of 1838, upon these claims, when they 
were very fully considered and investigated. It 
was made by the present Comptroller of the 
reasury, Mr. Whittlesey, then a member of the 
ouse of Representatives, whose habits of inves- 


ligation and clearness in judgment are well known || was then raised, and decided favorably to the | 
In speaking of 
| 


lo every member of the Senate. 
this class of claims, he says: 
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“ The third class. Under this head, commencing at page 
7, Executive document 127, is a list of claims to the num 
ber of 1003 for depredations committed by the Creek In 
dians upon the citizens of Georgia and Alabaima.’’ 

He then showed the mode in which these claims 
had been reported. It seems that out of the three 
commissioners but two acted, and that no report 
of the evidence on which they acted was ever 


| furnished to the Departments; but they stated, as 


the gross amount necessary to satisfy the claims, 
the sum of $356,167 92. 

Mr. TOOMBs. Ido not wish the Senator to 
zo into that now. @Both those statements are not 
so. My object now is only to show the impro- 
priety of the pointof order. [ am, however, pre- 
pared with the ducuments to show that those state- 
ments are not correct, but that the three commis- 
sioners acted upon the greater part of the claims; 
though the third one resigned before the time of 
the commission expired. ‘These are the facts of 
the case. 

Mr. CHASE. [| know it is improper to go into 
the merits of the claims upon a pointof order; and 
yet we have had those merits urged upon the Senate 


| as a reason why the decision should be that they 
| are not private claims. I refer tothis report for the 


purpose of showing that when they were referred 
to the Committee on Claims in the House of Rep- 


| resentatives, they were reported as a listof claims 
| —a list of claims of private individuals on the 


Government. Then they are private claims. It 
Is impossible to question it, unless no claim Is re- 
garded as a private claim which arises under the 
provisions of any general law whatever. 

If there is any law upon the statute-book, in 
consequence of which, remotely or approximately, 
any claim arises upon the Government on behalf 
of a private individual, then if these claims are 
not private claims, that claim isnot a private claim, 
and such a rule becomes worthless. Whether or 
not these claims fall within the principle of the 
intercourse law, whether they fall within the pro- 
visions of that law, is another question; but | 
think I can show, as I endeavored to show on a 


| former occasion, when that question was before 
| the Senate, if it ever should come before us in a 
| separate bill, or if the Senate entertain it now, that 
| this claim does not fall within the principle of the 
| Indian intercourse law, or within the terms of the 


law. 
[ will not, however, go into that now. 


My ob- 


| ject in rising was simply to show that the com- 
| mittee which reported upon them heretofore, re- 


garded them as private claims; and that they have 


| been so regarded by the Senate heretofore; that 


there has been no decision of the Senate upon any 
occasion when they were not so held; and that if 
all these considerations are not sufficient to bring 


| them within the rule, and to show that they ought 


to be excluded by it, it seems to me useless to 


| have the rule. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur 
in the chair.) The Senator from Virginia objects 
to the consideration of the amendment, on the 
ground that it is excluded by the 30th rule. 
The individual opinion of the Chair ie very clear 
upon that head: that it does come within the ex- 
ception, and is excluded by the rule. But inde- 


| pendent of his own opinion, the fact that the Sen- 


| 
| 


ate, at the last session of Congress, overruled a 
decision sustaining the amendment as in order, 
would make it respectful for the Chair to decide 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


I respectfully appeal from the | 
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is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the | 


judgment of the Senate?’’ 

Mr. CHASE. On that question I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BELL. I have a strong impression, with 
some other gentlemen who voted on this matter 


| in 1852, when it was up, that the question of order | 


I have sent for 


entertainment of the proposition. 
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some evidence of it there. Before I receive that 
volume, and before the question is taken, | wish 
to refer the Senate toa question of order which 
was raised on a somewhat similar case in that 
year. I find, by reference to the Journal of the 
Senate of August 10, 1852: 


“The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill (H. R making appropria- 
tion for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty “tipulations with the 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1853.” 

A motion was made by myself to amend the 
bill by inserting: 

For supplying a deficiency in the appropriations here- 
tofore made tor the removal of the Choctaw Indians from 
Mississippi, as estimated by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, $37,412. 

* And the same being objected to as against the 30th rule, 

“The Prestpent pro tempore submitted the question for 


the decision of the Senate, whether the said amendment 
was in order; and 


“it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 30, nays 14." 

This was at the same session, and upon the 
Indian appropriation bill. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia must remember that decision. It was in re- 
gard to the claim of William B. Hart and others, 
who represented the contractors for removing the 
Choctaw Indians to the west of the Mississippi, 
under a contract made with the Government. The 
only specification in the existing law at the time 
was thatthe Executive should be authorized to 
make a contract for the removal of those Indians, 
and perhaps it made an appropriation for that 
purpose, but | am not certain whether that was 
so or not. Probably there was an appropriation 
in the bill. ‘The contractors, in the execution of 
the contract, were detained a great length of time, 
unnecessarily, as they alleged, by thedefault of the 
Government in not sending one half the amount 
of scrip claimed by the emigrant Choctaw Indians 
in due time. They alleged that they had assem- 
bled a large proportion of the Indi ins in as short 
atime after they entered upon the execution of 
the contract as was practicable. The Indians 
were poor, and came with their families, perhaps 
one thousand or two thousand of them, and the 
contractors had to subsist the Indians out of their 
own funds. Their contract was, in terms, that they 
should remove the Indians for so much a head, or 
for a certain sum in gross, according to the num- 
ber removed. ‘The question arose whether they 
were not entitled to indemnity from the Govern- 
ment, in consequence of the default of the officers 
of the Government in not transmitting earlier to 
the Choctaw Indians the scrip which was to be 
handed over to them before they started on their 
journey to the westof the Mississippi. The claim 
was for the supplies, clothing, and provisions fur- 
nished while they were encamped. 

An amendment to provide for this claim was 
moved to the Indian appropriation bill, and the 
question was raised whether it was not a mere 
private claim? The amendment was to provide 
for contractors who had stipulated for a particu- 
lar amount to remove the Choctaws west of the 
Mississippi river, and after they had been paid 
the amount specified in the contract; the claim was 
for indemnity for extra supplies furnished them, 
upon the allegation that there had been neglect on 
the part of the Government. Upon that ground, 
the exception was taken by the Senator from Ohio, 
in that case as in the other, that it was excluded 
by the 3Uth rule. The question was debated 
pretty fully, and the Senate decided, by a vote 
of thirty to fourteen, that it was not a private 
claim coming within the 30th rule. Upon what 
ground? Because here was an existing act of 
Congress authorizing the President to contract for 
the transportation of those Indians west of the 
Mississippi, according to the terms of the con- 
tract, (probably it could have been executed for 
the specific amount mentioned in it;) and there 
was a further stipulation in it that they should 
make no claim for extra supplies. Nevertheless, 
the Government, by its negligence in waiting a 
month, or perhaps two months, before sending 
the scrip which was to be delivered to the Choc- 
taws before their removal, caused the contractors 


the debates of that year to see if we cannot find || to be subjected to the expense of supplying the 
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Indians encamped in the mean time. Although 
the contractors received the entire amount speci- 
fied in their contract with the Government for the 
removal, yet they claimed remuneration for extra 
expenses and charges incurred by the negligence 
of 


the Government. 

The argument was, that it justly belonged to 
that class of private claims meant to be included 
1830. The reply was, that here 
was an act of Congress authorizing this removal; 
here was an existing obligation on the part of the 
Government. It was a claim which was set up 
under an existing act which had not been fulfilled 
in good faith to the contractors. That was the 
state of that case; and the amendment was ruled 
to be in order. 

In addition to that, I cannot help thinking that 
after the question upon the proposition 
fore us had been debated 
or not for the first time I do not know—so clear 
was the expression of opinion in regard to it, that 
theamendment was ruled to bein order, after full 
considerauon, when objection was taken that it did 
not properly come within the 30th rule. If Lean 
refer to the debates on that point, I shall do eo, 
whether | am not correct. I think it will 
be found that this question was settled at the very 
first session when the claim was presented in the 
Senate. Butit may have been that inthe decision 
alluded to by the Senator from Ohio, the excep- 
tion was taken and sustained, when it was offered 
as an amendment to the deficiency bill by a mem- 
ber on his individual responsibility, and not by 
order of a standing committee of the Senate. The 
debates upon the question will show how that 
was. I do not myself remember the facts; and 
though I presented the amendment, I cannot say 
whether it was by order of the committee or not. 
I know it was amply discussed. I think the 
question of order was discussed. Whether the 
opinion of the Senate was taken upon the ques- 
tion or not, | am hardly able to say. It may be 
that my recollection is founded upon the objections 
stated in the argument; or it may be, as is sug- 
gested to me by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Geyer,]} that many Senators declared their inten- 
tion to vote against it, as an amendment to the 
deficiency bill, because it was not appropriate to 
that bill. 

Mr. CHASE. 1 have before me, in the Con- 
rressional Globe, the debate to which the Senator 
from Tennessee refers, which took place in 1852, 
when he first introduced this provision. 

Mr. BELL. Was that the first year when it 
was proposed ? 

Mr. CHASE. 
presented when discussion arose. 
from 


under the act of 


now he- 
whether it arose in 1852 


and see 


That is the first time it was 
The Senator 
Tennessee then proposed the following 
amendment to the deficiency bill of that year: 

* For payment to the citizensof Alabama, Georgia, and 
Florida, for depredations committed by Creek Indians upon 
their property, and for other property taken by the troops of 
the United States and friendly Creeks, in the year 13836, 
$355,797. 

And then he immediately proceeded to say: 

** 1 offer this by direction of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. [| would not have presumed to offer it upon my own 
responsibility,’ &e. 

Then a debate followed upon the merits of the 
claim, showing clearly that there was no question 
of order made at that time. 


The question on sustaining the decision of the 
Chair being taken by yeas and nays, resulted— 
yeas 17, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Butler, Chase, Dodge of Wis- 
cousin, Dodge of lowa, Fish, Hamiin, Hunter, Jones of 
lowa, Pettit, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Toucey, Wade, Wel- 
ler, and Wright—17. 

NAYS —Messrs. Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Clay, Dawson, 
Everett, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Seward, Toombs, end Walker—15. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. RUSK. Iam authorized by the Commit- 


tee on Indian Affairs to offer the following amend- 
ment: 


That to such Cherokees as were omitted in the census 
taken by D. W, Siler, but who were included and paid 
under the act of July, 1848, the Commissioner of indian 
Affairs be authorized to pay them the same per capita allow- 
ance that was paid the other Indians uader that distribu- 
tion: Provided, The commission shall be satisfied that they 
ought to be included in said per capita distribution; and 
that the sum of $5,000 be appropriated for that purpose. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator from 
Texas if this applies to a band, or to individuals? 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. RUSK. I nonot know exactly the amount, 

+ nor could the Commissioner of Indian Affairs him- 

self estimate the amount, necessary to carry out 

this provision; but $5,000 is sufficient, and will, 
perhaps, more than cover it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it a private claim? 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir; but I will state how it 
arises. By the treaty with these Indians, they 
were to have so much per capita out of a certam 
fund. There was a census of them taken, in what 
year I do not remember, by D. W.Siler. It was 
alleged by the Indians that he did not take the 
entire census; that there were some who lived at 
a distance from where he was, whom he did not 
enumerate. An examination was made by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and it was found 
that all the Indians were not included. From the 
report of the agent, it was ascertained that the 
Indians proposed to be provided for by this amend- 
ment were not included in Silér’s census. They 
were just as much entitled to be paid under the 
treaty as were the others. The others were paid 
simply becuuse they were included by Mr. Siler. 
This proposes to pay those who were not included, 
provided the commissioner shall ascertain that they 
are entitled. — It is but an act of justice. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to have the decision of 
the Chair, whether this is a private claim or 
not, 

Mr. RUSK. It is tocarry out an existing law. 

Mr. PRATT. I cannot see the distinction be- 
tween this case and the one which has just been 
decided. ‘The claim which has just been decided 
not to be in order, was a claim growing out of the 
act of 1834. 

Mr. HUNTER. Notat all. 

Mr. PRATT. If there is a claim at all in that 
case, it is a claim existing under the provisions of 
the act of 1834. Now, the Senator from Texas 
supposes that hisamendment does not come within 
the rule which forbids private claims to be offered 
as amendments to an appropriation bill, because, 
he says, itis aclaim growing out of some public 
law. ‘That is the only ground upon which he can 
put it; because, by the very terms of the amend- 
ment itself, a claim of so much money to be paid 
per capita to certain Indians. It is, therefore, a 
private claim on the part of those Indians, to re- 
ceive per capila a certain amount of money. 


The Senator from Texas says this is not a pri- | 


vate claim, within the view of the thirtieth rule, 
because it is a claim growing out of a treaty or 
public law. I think the Senator is right; but if 
he is right now, the Senate were wrong in the de- 
cision which they have just given. A decision in 
favor of this claim now, by the Senate, would in- 
volve, in order to preserve consistency, as a neces- 
sary result, the reconsideration of the vote which 
has just been given. Iftheinaabitants of Alabama 
and Georgia are entitled to receive anything for 


the depredations committed upon them, it is only || 


because, under the provisions of the act of 1834, 
they are entitled to the money which was proposed 
to be appropriated by the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Georgia. Itis a provision, there- 
fore, made by a public law; and it is a provision 
in relation to individuals. Here is an amend- 
ment which gives a per capita amount to Indians; 
and the only reason, according to the argument 
of the Senator from Texas, why it is not a private 


claim, is because these individual Indians are en- | 


titled to it under some public law. I desire only, 
for the sake of consistency, that the Chair shall 
decide this question. 

Mr. RUSK. The rule is very clear: 

“No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, untessit 
be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law.”’ 

Now here is clearly an existing law; here is a 

treaty with these Indians, which is the law of the 
land, providing for the payment of a per capita 
allowance to them. It is clear, then, that this 
amendment is to carry outa general law of the 
land. But the rule proceeds: 
—“‘or some act or resolution, previously passed by the 
Senate during that session, or moved by direction of a 
standing committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an 
estimate from the head of some of the Departments ; and no 
amendment shall be received whose object is to provide for 
a private claim, although the same may have been pre- 
viously sanctioned by the Senate.”’ 

This is simply carrying out a law, an obliga- 
tion, which would have been discharged before but 
for a defect in the census which was taken, and 

| which was discovered and rectified by the act of 


_ April 27, 


1848. It is just as clearly not & private claim 
within the meaning of the rule, as is a Provision ¢,, 
pay the salary of an officer. The salary of .— 
officers of the Government is ascertained by i 
law of the tfand; and the amount to be paid . 

these Indians must be ascertained by reference ,. 
the treaty, which is the law of the land. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to read the first ety, i 

, of the seventeenth section of the act of 1834 ,, 

| which the claim presented by the honorable Sin. 
ator from Georgia is predicated. It is in thes. 
words: i 


| ‘That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe 
in amity with the United States, shall, within the Indiar 
country, take or destroy the property of any person en 
fully within such coantry, or shall pass from the Indias 
country into any State or Territory inhabited by Citizens of 
the United States, and there take, steal, or destroy a 
horse, horses, or other property, belonging to any citi : 
or inhabitant of the United States, such citizen or jn) abit 
ant, his representative, attorney, or agent, may wake ay i 
cation to the proper superintendent, agent, or sub agen, 
who, upon being turnished with the necessary docuny nts 
and proofs, shall, ander the direetion of the Presigey 
make application to the nation or tribe to which said India, 
or Indians shall belong, tor satisfaction,’ &e. 


ree 
a 


dian 


Then it provides, that if the nation to which the 
Indian or Indians depredating may belong does 
not indemnify the individuals suffering, the United 

| States shall do it. 

Mr. RUSK. 
moment? 

Mr. PRATT. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSK. I voted with the Senator from 
Maryland in regard to the amendment moved by 

| the Senator from Georgia. I thought it ought to 
be included, and I think so still. I have voted 
for that half a dozen times. But the Senator wil! 
observe this clear distinction: that the law of [834 
is not applicable to the States of Alabama and 
Georgia, and therefore the claims of citizens of 
those States for the depredations referred to have 
not been paid. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire only to make myself 

| understood. I find that I voted, at the last session, 


Will the Senator allow me 


| that the claim, presented by the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia, was a private claim; but | 
| apprehend very many Senators so voted because 
| they did not think that the citizens of Georgia and 
Alabama came within the provisions of the law of 


1834. Whether they are entitled to the money or 
not is one question. They claim to be entitled to 
} it under that law. You refused to permit that 
| question to be decided by the Senate, by saying 
| that it is a private claim, although it may existas 
| a claim eider that law. Now, I say that the de- 
| cision which has been made by the Senate should 
not have been made; but the whole question 
| should be presented to the Senate, whether, under 
the seventeenth section of the act of 1834, the in- 
habitants of Alabama and Georgia were entitled 
| to be paid for those depredations. Now, theSen- 
ator from Texas concedes that if they were enti- 
tled to be paid under the act of 1834, that amend- 
| ment stands in the same position with the one 
| which he has now offered. 
Mr. RUSK. Certainly. 
Mr. PRATT. If the inhabitants of Alabama 
and Georgia have no claim under the act of 1554, 
| it is not pretended, on the part of the honorable 
| Senator from Georgia, or any one else, that they 
have any claimatall. Therefore, being presented 
fram a committee, asa claim under an existing 
‘law, the Senate should not have decided against 
the amendment upon a question of order, as ‘0 
| whether the claim ought to be considered or Not. 
| The Committee on Indian Affairs reported thatas 
an amendment, upon the ground that it was @ just 
claim under the act of 1834. 
| Mr. RUSK. Under the principles of the act 
of 1834. 
Mr. PRATT. Under the act of 1834. 
Mr. RUSK. Oh, no! ; 
Mr. PRATT. That is to say, Indians in amity 
with the United States proceeded from their tert: 
tory within the limits of Alabama, and ne 
the property of citizens of the United States; a” 
that should be paid for under the act of 1834. 
Commissioners were appointed, who have adj- 
| dicated the amount, and that amount has been re~ 
ommended to be paid. That is the claim, 
| understand it to be, presented by the honorable 
Senator from Georgia. Now,I say it Is marr 
| festly unjust that that amendment should wave 
been set aside, on the ground that it was a priva’* 


| claim, and that this claim should be admitted, 
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1854. 


an tne 
when the comes within the act of 1834, it is nota 
vate claim, and should not have been ruled out 

rder 
G. HUNTER. The Senator from Maryland 
w ‘s mistaken in regard to the intercourse act. I[t 

y appiies to Indians within the territories of the 
United States, and not to Indians within the States. 
If the Indians within the territories come into the 
S and make spoliations, it covers their case, 
i it eovers the case of spoliations within the 
: -itories; but it does not apply at all to Indians 
witl in a State; and there is the mistake of the Sen- 

or. Nor was the claim set up heretofore—I do 
not know what reasons may be urged for it now 
ie the ground that it comes within that act; but 
it was said to come within the equity of the act. 
1, was said that if the policy and principle upon 
ol ‘ch that act was founded, were correct, then, in 
equity, the persoffs upon whom spoliations were 
eommitted in Georgia and Alabama were entitled 
+ indemnity, but it never was asserted that the 
‘ aim came within the act of 1834. 
Mr. PRATT. ‘Theact provides that if Indians 

« shall pass from the Indian country into any State 
or Territory inhabited by the citizens of the Uni- 
and there take’’ &c., indemnity shall 
he made. Did not those Indians pass from the 
Indian country? 


Mr. HUNTER. 


ates, 


ter 
e 


ted States, 


If the Senator will look at 


the first section of that act, he will find that it de- | 


fines what the Indian country is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Virginia is 
mistanen. 

Mr. HUNTER. We shall see. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The first section of the act is 
not, | think, subject to the construction which the 
Senator from Virginia would put upon it. 

Mr. RUSK. I rise toa point of order. 
question which ventlemen are debating cannot be 
reached without a reconsideratior. 

Mr. PRATT. 
ment is out of order. 

Mr. RUSK. 
decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur.) 
The question presented is, whether the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Texas, from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, comes within 
the rule. It is very difficult to apply the thirtieth 
rule to all the different cases which arise here 
suddenly; but the Chair is of the impression that 
this amendment is excluded as a private claim. 

Mr. RUSK. 
Chair; and I desire to say a word upon the ques- 
tion, as the argument has taken a very extensive 
range. If any payment ever be made under the 
appropriation made by this amendment of mine, 
it will be made under a treaty, which is the law 
of the land. The amendment does not select out 


The | 


It is claimed that this amend- | 


[ submit that question to the | 


I appeal from the decision of the | 


the individuals to whom the money is to be paid; | 


it does not ascertain them; it does not fix the 
amount, The amount is fixed by law. This is 
altogether different from the case which has just 


been ruled to be a private claim, and excluded as | 


such, because the Indian intercourse law of 1834 
does not extend over Alabama and Georgia. 
it did, there would be no application of that sort, 
because the law provides that the claims shall be 


If | 


paid out of the Treasury. Every one familiar | 
with the history of that claim, (and it has been | 


before Congress for several years past,) knows 
that it does not come within the law of 1834. I 


believe upon two oceasions, certainly upon one, | 


& bill passed the Senate, but was defeated in the 


louse, to extend the provisions of the intercourse | 


law of 1834 to Alabama and Georgia. I believe 
that it is not pretended—I do not think the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia pretended—that it 
came within the provisions of thatlaw. He said 
it came within the principles of the law, and 


ought to have been paid according to them; bat | 
the law does not extend there; and twice, I think, | 


certainly once, when a bill passed this body to 
extend itover the States of Georgia, Alabama, 


Florida, and Texas, it was defeated in the House 
of Representatives. 
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Senator who presents this admits that if 


of the Committee on Finance. The Senate ac- 
quiesced in the amendments of the Finance Com- 
mittee, decided against mine, and will probably 
decide for this, showing the certainty of these mat- 
ters. 

But, sir, [ wish to put the Senator from Vir- 
ginia right on another point. I stated that the 
case which I presented was clearly within the 
principle, and, in my judgment, within the letter 
of the intercourse law of 1834. He has referred 
to the first section of that law, as showing that it 
does not embrace Alabama and Georgia. That 


| first section is a very singular one, and, according 


Mr. TOOMBS. I am satisfied that the decision | 


of the Chair is wrong; and I will, therefore, vote 
with the Senator from Texas. I am satisfied that 
the amendment of that Senator is to carry out an 
existing law. So was the amendment which I 
introduced by direction of the Committee on In- 


to its wording, the gentleman contends that the 
States of Alabama and Georgia are not included 
within its letter. I will read it, to show that heis 
wrong in point of fact. It defines the Indian coun- 
try thus: 

** All that part of the United States west of the Missis- 
sippi, and not within the States of Missouri and Louisiana 
or the Territory of Arkansas”’»— 

That does not include us, of course; but it goes 
on: 

—* and also that part of the United States east of the Mis- 
Sissippi river, and not within any State, to which the In- 
dian title has not been extinguished.”’ 

This includes the Creek country then within 
Alabama and Georgia. It was not within a State 
to which the Indian title had not been extin- 
guished, but within States to which the Indian 
utle had been extinguished. The territory men- 
tioned, it was declared, should ‘‘ for the purposes 
of this act be taken and deemed to be the Indian 
country.’’ The act does not mention territories 
east of the Mississippi; it does not mention Flor- 
ida, then a Territory, xs the Senator seems to sup- 


| pose. It applies to ‘* that partof the United States 


| but within States to which 


east of the Mississippi river, and not within any 
State to which the Indian title has not been extin- 
guished.’’ This Indian country was ‘* east of tie 
Mississippi river, and not within any State to 
which the Indian title has not been extinguished,” 
the Indian title had 
been extinguished. 

Mr. PETTIT. What is thedate of the act? 

Mr. TOOMBS. June 30, 1834. 

Mr. PETTIT. That was before Wisconsin 
and Michigan were admitted, and those were the 
Territories alluded to ‘* east of the Mississippi, 
and not within any State.”’ 

Mr. TOOMBS. The words are: *‘ not within 
any State to which the Indian title has not been 
extinguished.’? That isthedesignation. It does 
not say ‘* any State,’’ but ‘any State to which 
the Indias title has not been extinguished.’’ 

Mr. PETTIT. It refers to lands to which the 
Indian title has not been extinguished. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It says ‘that part of the 
United States east of the Mississippi river, and 
not within any State to which the Lndian title has 
not been extinguished, for the purposes of this 
act, be taken and deemed to be Indian country.”’ 

Mr. FISH. What Indian title was there to 


| extinguish in Georgia and Alabama? 


Mr. PETTIT. What is the punctuation of 
that clause? Is there a comma after ‘‘ State?”’ 

Mr. TOOMBS. That makes no difference. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will observe 


the section closely, he will see that I was strictly | 


accurate. First it applies to all Territories west 
of the Mississippi river, excepting by name the 
States there, and the Territory of Arkansas, Next 
it applies east of the Mississippi, except to States 
in which the Indian title has not been extinguished. 
It does not apply, it cannot apply, to States in 
which the Indian title has been extinguished, be- 
cause there is there no Indian territory to which 
it can apply; but it was designed to apply to the 
Territories of Wisconsin and Florida, which 
were not then States, and in which there was 
Indian territory east of the Mississippi. If the 
Senator from Georgia will look at the debates—-for 
there have been extended debates upon this claim— 
he will find that it was admitted, by those who ad- 
vocated the claim, that the intercourse act didenot 
apply to it. If it applied, the claimants. might 
have gone to the Department without coming here 
for payment. He will find that that admission 
was made two years ago by the Senator from 
Tennessee, {Mr. Bexx,] by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, (Mr. CLemens,] who introduced it, and by 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,) whodis- 
cussed it. 


It was never claimed before that that | 
tan Affairs, and so were some of the amendments || law covered it. 
































































‘1011 


Mr. STUART. I wish to ascertain from the 
Senator from Texas one or two facts in reference 
to this question befure | vote upon it. 1 under- 
stand him to say, that there was originally a 
treaty with these Indians, by which certain sums 
of money were to be paid; that then it was claimed 
that some of them were left out in an enumeration 
taken, and that the object of this amendment is to 
supply that defect, and to cacry out the provisions 
of the treaty, as well as of a subsequent law. 

Mr. RUSK. That is precisely the case. 

Mr. STUART. A word or two will explain 
the reason for my vote upon this question. I[ 
voted to sustain the decision of the Chair in the 
other case, from a very clear impression that he 
was right. But, sir, under our Government, a 
treaty with an Indian tribe occupies precisely the 
same relation that a treaty with Great Britain 
does. If we were to enter into a treaty with 
Great Britain to pay certain claims, an amend- 
ment to carry out the paren of that treaty 
would clearly be in order, and could not be ob- 
jected to as providing for a private claim. Here 
is a case arising under a treaty with an Indian 
tribe. It is the duty of the Executive depart- 
ment of this Government to carry out that treaty. 
There has been a defect, in virtue of which the 
provisions of the treaty have not been carried out. 
The object of this amendment is to cure that de- 
fect, and to carry out the original intention. 

Now, sir, such a proposition is clearly not a 
private claim. The law, for certain wise purposes, 
has said that payments to Indians shall be made 
per capita, in order to prevent frauds; but that 
does not individualize the claims at all. If you 
are tocarry out the distinction contended for on the 
other side, there would be nothing but a private 
claim under the Government. The salaries of 
your officers would become private claims. 

The question has been alluded to as to contract- 
ors—individuals who contract to carry out treaty 
provisions with Indians, by furnishing goods, &e. 
That is al! within the authority of the Executive 
department, and is a public transaction; but the 
moment you step beyond that contract, and find 
that your contractor asks for extra pay, it be- 
comes a private claim, and is excluded under the 
rule. 

[ cannot consent, of course, to take up the time 
of the Senate in attempting to elucidate this ques- 
tion. I only wished to call out these facts from 
the Senator from Texas, by which it appears that 
this amendment is clearly to carry out a treaty, a 
sublic law, and not to indemnify individuals. 
I'he difficulty in the other case was, that the 
amendment was to pay private individuals for in- 
dividual claims that they had for spoliations, 
which is as much a private claim as any which 
can be presented. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator from Michi- 
gan has said, and well said, exactly what I had 
wished to say in regard to this case. It will be 
remembered that it was the constant practice of 
the late Vice President King, when presiding of- 
ficer of this body, in ascertaining the distinetion 
between what were and were not private claims, 
to inquire whether they were in fulfillment of an 
existing law or treaty, or not. If they were, he 
never excluded them, although the benefit of the 
proposed appropriation might inure to one indi- 
vidual, or to a class of individuals. 

The treaty under which this claim arises is the 
treaty of 1835-6, with the Cherokees. An ap- 
propriation was made in the year 1851 to carry 
out that treaty. In the administration, however, 
of that fund, the mere division of it, it was re- 
quisite, for the purpose of ascertaining who were 
the true beneficiaries of it, to make an enrollment 
of the Indians. An agent was sent out by the 
Department for that purpose. In making that 
enrollment, unavoidably, from the absence of the 
claimants and from different causes, he was un- 
able to make a complete enrollment of all the per- 
sons entitled. Hence, some who were clearly 
entitled under the law, and under the treaty, did 
not receive their per capita. 1 will call the atten- 
tion of the Chair, and of the Senate also, to the 
case of Andrew Taylor, who was embraced by a 
vote of the Senate in the last Indian appropriation 
bill, arising under the very same treaty, but under 
a different clause. That, by a vote of the Senate, 
was decided not to be a private claim. That oc- 
curred on the discussion of the last Indian appro- 


priation bill in this body. 
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Mr. TOUCEY. I voted to sustain the decision 
of the Chair in the case last decided, and I voted 
80 upon the ground that there was no existing 
legislation that would authorize the payment. I 
think ¢ If there had been existing legisla- 
tion which would authorize the payment, so that 
the Executive officers of the Government could 
make that payment, if they had funds applicable 
to the purpose, it would bea case for the admis- 
sion of the proposition under the rule; and then I 
should have voted differently from what I did. 
In this case, there is a law under which it is the 
duty of the officers of the Government to make 
this payment, if they have the means of doing so. 
The object of this appropriation is not to change 
the law, it is not to add a new law, it is merely to 
provide ways and means from which the officers 
at the other end of the avenue may make the pay- 
ment. 

Now, if the Senator from Georgia was right in 
his supposition, that the claim which he presented 
was a debt due within the law of 1834, and only 
wanted an appropriation of money, | voted wrong; 
but, thinking that he needed some further legisla- 
tion, and that the propriety of that legislation 
must be brought under discussion we 
reached the point of appropriation, I voted in op- 
position to his views. But now in this case, we 
need no new law. We need no extension of law. 
Indeed, we need no legislation, properly so called. 
We need merely the appropriation of the money; 
and the existing law applies it to this object. If 
I understand it, there is a treaty by which these 
individuals are entitled to this money—just as 
much entitled to it as any officer under this Gov- 
ernment is entitled to the amount which the law 
has fixed for his salary. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 believe it has been ruled by 
those who have held the Chair, that those claims 
which come in under a treaty are not precluded 
by the rule of the Senate. The Senator from 
T'exas states that there is a treaty stipulation in 
thiscase. Nodoubtthereis. [ have not adverted 
to it. There is a clear distinction, which has 
been stated by the Senator from Connecticut, be- 
tween the case of a man who comes in under a 
treaty and one who comes in merely under some 
supposed equity of a law. 

Mr. RUSK called for the yeas and nays upon 
the question of sustaining the decision of the 
Chair; and they were ordered, and taken with the 


0 still, 


before 


following result: 


VY ©AS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Chase, Dodge of Wis 
consin, Dodge of Towa, Evans, Fish, Jones of Lowa, Nor- 
ris, Pettit, Stidell, Sumner, Wade, and Williams—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Brown, Clay, Cooper, 
Dawson, Everett, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Pratt. Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Stuart, Toombs, loucey, Walker, Weller, 
and Wright—19. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the amendment of Mr. Rusk was decided to be in 
order. 


The amendment was then adopted. 


Mr. COOPER. I move the following amend- 
ment, by instruction of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: 


To pay Andrew Taylor for his reservation of six hun- 
dred and forty acres of land at Sitico Old Town, on the 
waters of the Tennessee river, $14,720, with interest from 
the 23d of August, 1843. 

Mr. HUNTER. That seems to me to bea 
private claim. ‘The Senator from Arkansas tells 
me that the decision of the Senate has been had 
upon it, and that they have decided that it is not 
a private claim. If that is the case, | make no 
opposition to it. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. This is the very claim to 
which | alluded a few minutes ago, which was 
ruled into the Indian appropriation bill last year, 
and passed by the Senate, but was lost by the 
committee of conference. It was decided then, 
by the vote of the Senate, not to bea private 
claim. 

Mr. STUART. What are the facts ? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It arises under a different 
clause of the same treaty. 

Mr. COOPER. I willstate, ina few words, the 
nature of the case. This claim arises under the 
treaty of 1817, made between the United States 
and the Cherokee Indians. Andrew Taylor was 
married to a Cherokee woman, by whom he had 
children; and under the provisions of the treaty, 
therefore, became entities to a section of land. 
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Town, on the waters of the Tennessee river. 

+ Some time subsequently to the ratification of the 
treaty, the Legislature of Tennessee pas eda law, 
by which the reservations made under the treaty 
were condemned and ordered to be sold. By the 
provisions of that act a sale was made, and the 
reservation was purchased by a white man, who 
ejected Andrew ‘Taylor; and Taylor, by this pro- 
cess, lost his land. 

In 1835 a subsequent treaty was made, and it 
contained a provision for the indemnification of 
the reservees under the treaty of 1817. By the 
seventeenth article of the same treaty, provision 
was made for ascertaining the value of the reser- 
vations; and the mode of assessment was fixed by 
the article. President Jackson appointed two gen- 
tlemen, Messrs. Upton and Summy, to make the 
valuation. ‘They wereto fix the value of the land 
in its natural stateat the time the valuation should 
take place. They proceeded to value the land, and 
fixed it at the sum named in the amendment— 
$14,720. Their commission expired before the 
report of their proceedings was filed. Subse- 
quently, however, the estimates for reserves, under 
the treaty of 1817, were returned to the office, and I 
believe nearly all of them have been paid. Interest 
is fixed from the time when the valuation was re-, 
turned to the Department and became final—the 
Qd of August, 1843. 

These are the facts; and I presume there will be 
no difficulty on the part of the Senate in passing 
the amendment. I will not go intoa statement of 
the hardships that this man has undergone. It is 
not necessary. The amendment was discussed at 
the last session of Congress, and adopted by the 
Senate, and was only lost, as the chatrman of the 
committee has informed the Senate, in the com- 
mittee of conference, it having been given up for 
the purpose, as I have learned from him, of secu- 
ring matters which were regarded as of greater 
public moment. I hope, therefore, that the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. CHASE. I think that the Senate is very 
much in the habit of deciding claims to be private 
claims against which there is a majority of the 
Senate, and reversing the rule as to claims which 
meet the favor of a majority. I think that was 
so in regard to this claim at the last session of 
Congress. I recollect an appeal was then made 
to the Senate, which the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania now has not made, in regard to the peculiar 
hardship of the case, and the Senate decided it to 
be not a private claim, although it had previously 
decided the whole of the class of claims which has 
been presented by the Senator from Georgia to 
be private claims. 

Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate, for a moment, to the thirtieth rule, and 
ascertain what its real construction is; for, in my 


| judgment, this is a private claim, and falls within 


the rule, and I desire to be consistent in my votes. 


The rule ts in these words: 


‘“No amendment, proposing additional appropriations, 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless 
it be made to earry out the provisions of some existing 
law, Or some act or resolution previously passed by the 


| Senate ducing that session, or moved by direetion of a 


standing committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an 
estimate from the head of some of the Departments; and 
no amendment shall! be received, whose object is to provide 
for a private claim, although the same may have been pre- 
viously sanctioned by the Senate.” 


Now, sir, this rule establishes a general regula- 


| tion applicable in its first clause to all amend- 


ments, of every description, proposing additional 
appropriations. It, however, admits of certain 
exceptions. The first of these exceptions is, 
‘‘ unless it be made to carry out the provisions of 
some existing law.”? That applie@ to all amend- 


OBE. 


——_ 


| carry out the provisions of some act or reso}, 
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' 
previously passed by the Senate; ina 2 
might be moved by direction of a standing tty 
mittee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an eq:;, 
mate from the head of some one of the Depa, 
ments. [say that if the rule stopped there. ,,.. 
amendment proposing to provide for a pri, 
claim would be in order, although it fel! Within 
either one of these exceptions. The rule, how. 
ever, does not stop there, but it goes further, and 
the whole of this clause, as it stands, is jn ; 
words: 


**No amendment shall be received whose of 
provide tora private claim, although the same 
been previously sanctioned by the Senate.”? 


no 
Private 


hese 


Nect is to 


may have 


Now, sir, this exception of private claims js 


| universal, and the clause, ** although the same 


| ceptions, which control allamerfdments whatever 


| visions of a general law, as in the settlement of 


| ments to general appropriation bills. 
| excluded by the rule, then it would follow that 
|| any amendment which provides for a private claim 


may have been previously sanctioned by the Sen. 
ate,’’ is applicable to only one of this class of ex. 
It would follow, then, that no amendment can be 
received whose object is to provide fora prigite 
claiminany case. I[t cannot be received, although 
it may be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existing law, if it comes strictly under the head 
of private claims. An example may be found very 
easily. Suppose a claim to arise under the pro 


U- 
: a 
post office account, or as to the compensation of 
some contractor under a contract made with the 


Government, and suppose that claim has beep 


_ presented to the proper Department, and there re. 

jected, and then comes here to the Senate. 
| it is a private claim; yet it may be made to carry 
| out the provisions of some existing law, but sti] 


Then 


I think it is excluded by this rule. 

Now, I admit that, according to the statement 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, this claim does 
arise in consequence of a treaty which provided 
for the payment of the value of this reservation 
to the reservee, and the amount appears to have 
been ascertained. What has prevented its being 
paid by the proper Department I do not know; 
but it seems to me to be one of those cases which 
are constantly coming here, constantly referred 
to the Committee on Claims, but which are ex- 
eluded by the rule from being proposed as amend- 
If it be not 


may be received in everv case whatsoever, pro- 


| vided for by the exceptiogs io tne general rule in 
| relation to all claims whatsoever. 


Mr. COOPER. I think if strict attention had 


| been given to the statement which I made, the 


| this claim is admissible under the rule. 


objection would not have been raised by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. It seems to me very clear that 
I said, 
in some remarks which I submitted on another 
claim before the Senate, during the course of the 


| morning, that the object of that rule was to ex- 
| elude private claims from being considered during 


the pendency of the general appropriation bills, 


| because it was not supposed that the Senate, in 


full session, would be very competent to form an 


| estimate of the amount that should be paid. That, 


| ments proposing additional appropriations. The | 
| next exception is, ‘‘or some act or resolution 


previously passed by the Senate during that ses- 


sion, or moved by direction of a standing com- | 
, mittee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an esti- | 
| mate from the head ofsome of the Departments.”’ 
If &n amendment falls within either of these ex- | 


ceptions it may be presented. 


**And no amend- 


| ment shall be received whose object is to provide | 


| would 


for a private claim.”’ 


exclude the whole of the amendments 


If it stopped there, it | 


| which fall within these previous exceptionsclearly, | 


and it would not be in order to offer an amend- 
ment providing for a private claim, although it 
might be made to carry out the provisions of 


This section of land was situated at Sitico Old |) some existing law; although it might be made to 


j 


| 


no doubt, was the substantial reason for the adop- 
tion of the rule But here, sir, in pursuance of 


| the treaty of 1835, a claim arises, the amount of 
| which has been already fixed, and- fixed by the 


provisions of the treaty itself. The sum was 


}ascertained as far back as 1843, and all that is 


| necessary to be done is to authorize the Depart- 


| ment to pay it, with such interest as may have 
| accrued in the mean time. 


W hat would be the 


| object of sending this claim to the Committee on 


| Claims ? 


The amount is fixed. The committee 


| would not gainsay the report of the commissioners, 
| because there is no evidence, beyond their report, 
| of what was the value of the reserved section 0! 
jland. They were appointed under the provisions 


| 


of the treaty to estimate, or to value, to speak 
more properly, the seetion of which this reservee 
had been deprived by the act of the Legislature o! 
Tennessee. The manner, the time at which the 
valuation was to be fixed, and all the other pre- 
liminaries were arranged and provided for by the 
treaty, and in pursuance of it commissioners were 
appointed, whose report is on file in the Depar'- 
ment, and that fixed the sum. It is in pursuance 
of a treaty which is the law of the land. The 
amount is fixed; nothing is left to be ascertained; 
all that is to be done is to authorize the prope? 
Department of the Government to pay it to the 
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narty entitled. It seems to me that there is noth- 
ve clearer than that it falls within the principles 
-¢ the rule, which has been passed upon by the 
Senate during the session of to-day. I hope there 
w he no obje en to it. own 
rhe PRES!DING OFFICER. 
that the 


The Chair is 


impression amendment is 


ided by the rule. 
Vr. BADUER. I wish to make a remark, 
4 then submit a motion to the Senate. I think 
y friend from Virginia must have seen, by this 
aa e, that the rule about excluding these private 
ms is of no practical value to the Senate, and 

chat the exposition of it has occupied more time 
id given us more trouble than would be involved 
determination of the merits of all the private 
s which have been proposed to be put upon 
priation bills since the rule was adopted; 
| wish he would consider the propriety of 
introducing a proposition to rescind that rule, so 
far as it ex ludes private claims recommended by 
she standing committees of this body. Having 
said this, | desire to seize this favorable occasion 
ty submit a motion, that when the Senate adjourns 
jay, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope that course will not be 
ken. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
euestion before the Senate undisposed of, and 
therefore the motion of the Senator from North 
Carolina is not in order, except by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. By unanimous consent 
the motion can be received and disposed of. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senate adjourn over 
revularly from Thursday to Monday, | consider 

suivalent to the rejection of every private bill 


tne 


er 


e 





equi 
to which a single member of the Senate may ob- 
iect during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 wish to remind the 
Senator from Louisiana, that to-morrow has been 


set apart for the consideration of adverse reports. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The reason for disposing of 
them is equaily strong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
understands the motion to be objected to. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator from Louisiana 
opposes the motion, but he does not object to its 
considera‘ion now. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
the motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
putthe question on the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER. Do Il understand the Chair to 
decide that the amendment which { have offered 
f Indian Affairs is not in 


Chair 


I do not object to entertaining 


from the Committee on 
ordet : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
decides. 

Mr. COOPER. L appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. I feel bound to do it. 

Mr. FISH. I move that the further consider- 
ation of the bill be postponed until Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That eight thensand copies of the report of an 
expedition down the Zufii and Colorado rivers, by Captain 
Piigreaves, and the like number ef the report of Captain R. 
B. Marcy, of his exploration of the waters of the Red river, 
In addition to the number of these reports heretofore 


ordered, be prinied for the use of the Senate. 
The Senate adjourned to Monday. 


The Chair so 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 27, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
Before cailing the House to order, 
The SPEAKER laid before the body a commu- 
—— from J. Lawrence Smith, Secretary of 
- e American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, inviting the members of the House to 
attend the meetings of that Association, now in 
—— at the Smithsonian Institution. 
he Journal of yesterday was then read and 
approved. 
- SPEAKER stated that the question before 
oa sap was on recommitting to the Committee 
n the Public Lands a bill « granting lands to the 


Prayer 


Several States to aid in the construction of rail- | 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


———— o = — = 


| roads, and for other purposes,’’ and that upon 


that question the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dis- 
NEY] was entitled to the floor. 


COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senate have 
returned to this House the Military Academy ap- 
propriation bill, insisting upon their amendments 
non-concurred in by the House, and asking for a 
committee of conference. I move for the ap- 
potintment of a committee of conference on the 
part of the House to meet the committee which 
haz been appointed on the part of the Senate. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered; 
and 

The SPEAKER thereupon appointed Messrs. 
Jones, of Tennessee, Bissett, and Davis, of In- 
diana, as said committee on the part of the House. 

DISPOSITION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. DISNEY, after some preliminary remarks, 
said that the public domain was vast in amount. 
He doubted exceedingly whether any man now 
living could justly appreciate the value of that 
domain in regard to the future, looking upon it 
as the most solid basis of credit in time of peace, 
and one of the most effective sinews in 
war, and considering the teeming 
people who were to inhabit it. 

For the last sixty yeurs the public domain had 


time of 
millions of 


| been preserved intact; and now it remained for 


this Congress to sigznalize itself by an abrupt and 
violent departure from the principles of the Gov- 


| ernment, and the destruction of this invaluable 


| treasure of the Federal Government. 


He knew and could appreciate the attempt by 
gentlemen to secure an ephemeral popularity by 
wresting and tearing a portion of it as plunder 
from the Government; but the people of the United 
States are intelligent, and would sooner or later 
ascertain and understand that they were also the 
proprietors and masters of the funds of the Gen- 
eral Government, as well as of the funds of their 
own respective State governments; and when 
Representatives shall go home and boast of the 
amount taken from one pocket to be put into the 
other, they will find that the process will not pay, 
after the substantial interests of the country have 


| been sacrificed by the operation 


While he confessed he had little hope of arrest 
ing the progress of the House in wasting the pub- 
lic lands, he should feel all the better in the eon- 
sciousness of the fact that he had discharged his 
duty on this subject. By the graduation bill, 
should it become a law, the value of the public 


| domain now in market would be stricken down in 


value to the extent of fifty millions of dollars. 
As to the report adverse to granting lands for 


| the benefit of the indigent insane, he should stand 


| upon it. 


$y the passage of that bill, a new era 
had been inaugurated in the violation of the prin- 
ciples heretofore applicable to the public domain; 
an act which, in his opinion, was not only uncon- 
stitutional, but impolitic, 

The bill now under consideration, introduced 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Ben- 


| NETT,] proposed to give lands to the old States of 


the Union, in common with the new, for internal 
improvementand educational purposes. ‘The prin- 
ciples on which it was advocated by that gentle- 
man were fully set forth in his report upon the 
subject; and with this report it was his [Mr. Dis- 
NEY’s] purpose to deal. Of all remarkable docu- 


| ments which had ever fallen under his eye, during 
| his tegislative experience, he had never before seen 


| one which would compare with this. 
| in it not one fact proven. 


There was 
He [Mr. Disney] had 
said, yesterday, that he would to-day gibbet the 
report, and now commenced that operation; and 


| after he was done, he doubted whether the gentle- 


man from New York would put his hand upon the 


carcass to take it up. 


He examined, at length, the statements in Mr. 
Bennett’s report, and said, in the course of his 
remarks, that the General Government has never, 


| except in the cases of grants of lands to the deaf and 


dumb asylums of Connecticut and Kentucky, 
made a naked gift to the States until this House 
of Representatives set the example the other day. 
[The speech will be found in the Appendix.]} 
Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. After the very 
able speech of the gentleman from Ohio, I move, 
to enable the House to have the full advantage of 
it, that this question be postponed until Tuesday 
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Monday will be resolution day, and both those 
days will, therefore, be fully occupied. [hope the 
House will postpone this subject ull Tuesday. 
Mr. ROGERS. [I rise to ask the gentleman 
from Louisiana to withdraw that motion. I de- 
sire to submit some remarks to the House upon 
this bill, and I fear that I shall not be able to be 
in the House on Tuesday vext, or probably for 
some days to come. { will renew the motion to 


pestpone., 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like very much to 
oblige the gentleman from North Carolina, but 
perhaps it will answer his purpose to speak on 
some subsequent day. There are several gen- 
tlemen upon this side of the House who desire 
to speak early upon this bill, but have yielded 
to what they believe to be the proprieties of the 
occasion, 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, as I understand the 
morning hour has nearly expired, | will withdraw 
my request. 

Mr. HOUSTON obtained the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone to 
a day certain is not debatable. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am not going to debate it. 
I want to know whether, if this bill be postponed 
ull Tuesday next, it will be competent for the 
Chair to go on with the call of the committees for 
reports during the morning hour? There ts an 
immense amount of business blocked up in the 
committees, 

The SPEAKER. It will be competent for the 
Chair to do so; but the cail will be confined, on 
that day, to territorial business, the whole of that 
week having been set apart forthe consideration of 
territorial business. If there are no reports touch- 
ing the subject of the Territories to be made during 
the morning hour, the Chair supposes that the 
committees might be called for reports during that 
week, 

Mr. CUTTING. I rise toa point of order, 
involving, perhaps, more the answer to a question 
for information. Did | not understand that the 
Committee on Territories had made all their re- 
ports, and that the report now under consideration 
was postponed until a future day to accommodate 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bennerrt,] 
and thatin the mean time other committees were 
called upon and made reports? If the effect of 
that postponement isto keep the Committee on 
Territories still before the House in order to make 
reports—— 

The SPEAKER. 
ritories. 


Not the Committee on Ter- 
Next week is set apart for territorial 
business, and that alone of a local character. 

Mr. CUTTING. 
merely? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, under the special order 
alone. 

Mr. BENNETT. I 
application | made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Curtine] seems to be laboring under 
the impression that other reports from other com- 
mittees would, in some way, be cut off by the 
special order. That is not the case. Next week 
has been set apart for the consideration of territo- 
rial business of a local character alone. 

Mr. CUTTING. Territorial business reported ? 

The SPEAKER. Such as is already reported, 
and which may be specially reported, of a local 
character. Upon that day, it will be in order to 
make reports of territorial business of a local char- 
acter merely. 

Mr. CUTTING. 
of that special order? 

The SPEAKER. It would cut out the Ne- 
braska bill. {Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sarr] moves 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. The gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Perkins] sulmits 
the motion that the consideration of this bill be 
postponed until the next Tuesday. The motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio takes precedence. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sapp’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. CHanp- 


Under that special order 


desire to withdraw the 


Coming within the purview 


next. To-morrow will be private bill day and || Ler in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
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of the amendments of the Senate to the deficiency | 


bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee last rose, the pending question was on an 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Wentwortn,] and that the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Smiru] was entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, rose to address the 
committee on the subject of the Nebraska-Kansas 
bill. He rejoiced from the bottom of his heart 
that there was some indication to repair a great 
wrong which had been perpetrated on the South; 
and expressed his surprise and astonishment that 
gentlemen from that section of the country were 
to be found in opposition to this measure. 

After reviewing the origin of slavery, he pro- 
ceeded to prove the unconstitutionality of the Mis- 
sourl compromise, which he denied had brought 
peace to the country. On the contrary, from the 
period of its enactment up to the present time, 
there had been no repose. The prohibition of 
1820 did not originate in a love of humanity and 
justice, but in an ambitious desire for political 
power. This was the motive of its originators. 

He then adverted to the Journals to show thata 
majority of the southern members of the House 
voted against the restriction of 36° 30’; and de- 
sired to know, in view of this fact, how gentlemen 
could say that the South imposed this restrictive 
feature on the North? 

Mr. S.,in his remarks, (which have been with- 
held for revision,) alluded, in terms of censure, to 
the course of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gip- 
DINGS. 

{His speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BARRY said he came hither entertaining 
the opinion that we live under a constitutional 
Government, but he had been told that we have 
compromises equally obligatory and binding upon 
us as the Consutution itself. [He repudiated the 
idea that this is a Government of compromises; it 
is a Government of the Constitution; and that 
portion of the country which receives less, or asks 
more than the Constitution guaranties, is faithless 


to the trust under which it lives, or to the Consti- | 


tution itself. He then arcued the unconstitution- 
ality of the Missouri act of 1820, insisting that it 
had been violated over and over again. 

Mr. B. having concluded, (a report of whose 
speech will be found in the Appendix,) 

Several Mempers claimed the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mis 
souri (Mr. Oriver] has the floor. 

Mr. OLIVER. If it be the pleasure of the 


committee—as | do not myself particularly desire | 
to speak this evening—I would wish that my 
friend from New York [Mr. Hugues] may be | 


permitted to make his speech now. If so, I will 
yield him the floor for that purpose, with the 
understanding that I am to get it to-morrow 
morning. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


proceed. 

Mr. HUGHES took the floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to yield me the floor 


for the purpose of making a personal explanation | 


in reply to some remarks made vy the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smirn.] 

Mr. [L1UGHES. I am certainly willing to 
yield when the request is put in this way, asa 
matter of personal explanation. But I trast the 
time that may be consumed by the gentleman 
from Ohio will not be taken out of my hour. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Oh, no. I trust not. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
is now at liberty to make his 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, any per- 


sonal explanation from me comes with pain on | 


all oceasions—— 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, (interrupting. ) 
Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to make 
a suggestion. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 
only for a few minutes. 


Mr. BAYLY. 


I have the floor myself 


not deem it discourteous in me to do so. 
league who spoke this morning, and to whom the 
gentleman from Ohio wishes to respond, is not 
now in the House. 
pone his explanation till to-morrow. 


If there be no objection, | 
the gentleman from New York is at liberty to 


The gentleman from Ohio | 
personal explanation. 


I merely wish to make this sug- | 
gestion, and I trust the gentleman from Ohio will | 


My col- 


I hope therefore he will post- | 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Very well; be it so. I 
should certainly wish the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to be present, and | supposed he was here. 
[ will take occasion, however, to say to the com- 
mittee that I did not intend to reply to the remarks 
of that gentleman, nor would | but for his per- 
sonal attack on me. I will not occupy more than 
eight or ten minutes in the morning at furthest: 
and I hope the committee will extend me that ume 
to-morrow. 


Several Mempers. Oh, yes; certainly. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I move that 


the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hugues] has the floor, and only 
yielded it to the gentleman from Ohio for a per- 
sonal explanation. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Then I ask that gen- 
tleman to yield me the floor that l may make a 
motion for the committee to rise. 

Mr. HUGHES. I got the floor on the under- 
standing that | was to go on now 

Mr. WENTWORTH. But you can have it 


to-morrow. 


Several Mempers. No, no; let him go on now. | 


Mr. HUGHES then addressed the committee | 


during his hour in opposition to the Nebraska 
bill. 


[His speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


Mr. SAPP obtained the floor, and moved that 
the committee do now rise. 
‘lhe motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman, [Mr. 
CHANDLER,]| reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly House bill No. 271, ‘‘ to supply deficiencies 


ail 


in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal | 


year ending 30th June, 1854,” and the amend- 
ments of the Senate to said bill, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


{Here a message was received from the Senate, 


by the hands of Asnury Dickins, Esq., their Sec- 
retary, requesting that the House would return to 
that body Senate bill No. 352, entitled ** An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to grant the right of 
preémption to certain purchasers and settlers on 


the Maison Rouge Grant, in the event of the final | 
adju ication of the title in favor of the United | 


States,’’’ approved July 27, 1852. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


I hope by | 


unanimous consent the Clerk will be directed to | 


return the bill. 
The SPEAKER. 
will be so ordered. 


If there be no objection, it || 


There was no objection, and the Clerk was or- | 


dered to return the bill to the Senate. } 


Mr. FLORENCE moved that the House do | 


now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 


And thereupon, at five minutes past four o’clock, 
p.m., the House adjourned until to-morrow at 


twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, -Jpril 28, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 


Prayer 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the House of Repre- 


sentatives of 2d December last, ‘‘ that the Secre- | 


tary of War be requested to furnish the House of 


| Representatives, as soon as practicable, with a 


copy of the report, estimates, and maps of the 
survey of the road from Mendota to the Big Sioux 
river,’ submitting the report of the Colonel of 
Topographical Engineers, inclosing the papers 
called for; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ORR. 


. 
April 28, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on th 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed: : 

A bill to authorize the President to cause to a 
surveyed the tract of land in the Territory of 
Minnesota, belonging to the half-breeds or mixes 
bloods of the Dacotah or Sioux nation of Indians. 
and for other purposes. ty 


DISPOSITION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN, 

The SPEAKER. This is private bill day, but 
there being no private bills upon the table, and in 
the absence of a motion to go into the Committe 
of the Whole House, the following bill is unde 
consideration: ‘* A bill granting lands equall to 
the several States to aid in the construction of fj). 
roads, and for the support of schools.” The jm. 
mediate question before the House with regard tp 
it is on the motion of the gentleman from Louis. 
iana, [Mr. Perkins,] that the further consideratioy 
of the bili be postponed until Tuesday next, 

Mr. ROGERS. 1 ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana to withdraw his motion, in order thay 
I may havean opportunity of addressing the House 
to-day. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I will with. 
draw the motion to gratify the gentleman from 
North Carolina; but I give notice that I shall insist, 
as far as I can, on the postponement of this bjjj 
until the return of the gentleman from Virginia, 

Mr. DISNEY. I feel no disposition to trespass 
upon the patience of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, or of the House; but I desire to haye 
an opportunity to finish the very incomplete re. 
marks which I submitted yesterday, and which | 
was prevented from finishing then by the expira. 
tion of my hour. J feel sure that I have a great 
many facts and arguments to present, which | am 
satisfied would save the House and the country a 
great deal of labor in the investigation of this 
subject. 


Mr. ROGERS. I must decline, under the cir- 


|, cumstances, to yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 


I have my reasons for desiring to 
address the House to-day. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I should like to inquire if 
the debate upon this bill is confined to the morn- 
ing hour? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. ROGERS spoke during the morning hour 


| in support of the bill, believing that the old States 


had suffered great injustice by the unequal distri- 
bution of the public domain. He believed that 
a distribution to all the States equally, such as 
was proposed by the bill under consideration, 
would promote justice and constitutional equality. 
[The speech will be found iu the Appendix.) 


Mr. HAMILTON next obtained the floor. 
Mr. EDGERTON. I would inquire of the 
Chair how long before the morning hour expires? 
The SPEAKER. About twelve minutes. 
Mr. EDGERTON _ If the gentleman from 
Maryland will yield for that purpose, I will move 
that the House go into committee. 
Mr. HAMILTON. I yield for that motion. 
Mr. EDGERTON. Then I move that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
W hole on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. JONES, of Fennessee. 
Chair if this is objection day? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. ORR. | give notice that if the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio does not prevail, | wi! 
move that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 1 understand 
this is objection day, and we shall accomplish but 
little by going into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANDLER. This is objection day, and 


I would ask the 


| there are no bills of any consequence upon the 


Private Calendar to object to. Next Friday 's 
also objection day; so that nothing will be lost by 


passing over the Private Calendar until next week. 


I ask the unanimous consent of the 


House to report a bill from the Committee on In- | 


dian Affairs, to be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and printed. 


action next week. 
There being no objection, the bill was received, 
read a first and second time by its title, as follows, 


Mr. HOUSTON. Debate upon the deficiency 
bill terminates, by the order of the House, on Tues- 
day next; but virtually it terminates to-morrow; 
for the consideration of a special order commences 
on Monday, and will override the deficiency bill. 


| If the committee determine to go on with the gel 
It is territorial business, and it is necessary that | 
it should be printed at once, as it will come up for | 


| 
| 


eral debate upon that bill, | hope they will goin 
committee, and do so now, as I shall object, 0” 
Monday, to the postponement of the special order. 
Unless the House shall sit to-morrow, this 18 the 
only remaining day for such debate. 
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spDJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise to a 
tewed motion. i move that when the House 
ns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

' I call for the yeas and nays 


Mr. ELLISON. 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 

veas 75, nays 64; as follows: 

| \S—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, David J. 
ee ppomas H. Bayly, Banks, Bell, Bissell, Brooks, 
; tt Corwin, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dickinson, Dis 
E ‘aman, Eddy, Thomas D. Eliot, Jota M. Elliou, 

. Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Goodrich, 
*saron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hean, Hiester, 


u 


= or. Hughes, Hunt, Ingersotl, Dantet T. Jones, Keitt, 
- : Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Lilly, MecCalioch, | 
7 > Meachatra, Smith Miller, Murray, Noble, Parker, 
P cham, Pennington, John Perkins, Phillips, Pratt, Prin 


ole, Ready, Riddte, 7 ; " 
= ss deton, GerritSuaith, Ww illiam Smith, Hestor L.. Stevens, 
4 arcton, Upham, Walker, Walley, Walsh Eihhu B. 
Wa cburne, [stacl Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan 
wares worth, and Daniel B. W right—75. 

“WAYS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Boyce, Carpenter, Chand- 
jer, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Cox, John G. Davis, Dun 


iar, bdgerton, Edmands, Ellison, English, Etheridge, 
G gc. Greenwood, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Harrison, 
Ha on. Hendricks, Hibbard, Houston, George W. Jones, 


1 Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, | 
M N ‘ir, Maxwell, Mayall, Middleswarth, Johu G. Miller, | 
| ‘ 


Atuison, Morgan, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Bishop Perkins, 
P} on Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Sapp, Shaw, 
aiower, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Sinyth, 
Ri vard HH. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Andrew 
Stu ut. John J. Taylor, Joho 1.. Taylor, Nathaniel G. ‘ay 
ior, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Wells, Wheeter, and 
Z ollicotter—64. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
‘Mr. KDGERTON, | that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CuurcHweELu 
and Vai. were appointed. 


‘ 
d 


The question was taken; and the tellers reported | 


—avyes 54 

The SPEAKER announced that less than a 
quorum having voted in the affirmative, the motion 
was lost. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
may be counted. 

fhe SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
demand comes too late. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
and nays upon the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 
demand also comes too late. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the Chair to decide that it is too 


Do I understand 


mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar? 
The SPEAKER. 
the vote having been announced. 
Mr. JONES. Only one side had been counted. 
Mr. ORR. But the Chair had announced the 
vote, and entertained another motion. 
dently too late. 
Mr. JONES. The Constitution 
yeas and nays upon any proposition when they 


are demanded by one fifth of the members pres- |) 
ent,and I think they are entitled to have them | 


upon this motion. 

The SPEAKER. 
been announced, and the Chair was about to put 
the question upon another motion, when the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays was made. 
demand had been made before the result was 
announced, it would have been entertained; but, 
under the existing circumstances, the Chair decides 
that the demand comes too late. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I ask for the yeas and nays 


then, upon the motion to go into the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I ask the 

hair, if a quorum voted upon the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole? , 

The SPEAKER. Only fifty-four members 
voted in the affirmative, which was less than a 
majority of a quorum. A quorum was present, 
and therefore the motion was lost. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Does the Chair know 
officially that a quorum was present? [ insist 
Upon my point of order. I have seen the question 


David Ritehie, Rogers, Sabin, Seward, | 


I call for tellers upon the 


I ask that the other side | 


Then | demand the yeas 


late to have the | 
yeas and nays upon the motion to go into a Com- | 


It is too late, the result of | 


It is evi- || 


i 
secures the | 


The result of the vote had |! 


If the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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tried again and again in this House, and I want || (Mr. Wexrworrn,] and that the gentleman from 


to know what the rule is? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I rise to a question of 
order. | want to know if the Chair has not already 
decided that question. I ask that the vote may 


| be taken upon the motion to go into the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman 
from Hlinois, the Chair will say that the House 
had just voted upon the yeas and nays, when thete 
appeared 75 in the affirmative and 64 in the neg- 
ative, which shows officially that a quorum was 
present. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. How does the Chair 
know that members kept their seats for the pur- 
pose of leaving the House without a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that a 
quorum was present, and overrules the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. It very often happens 
that members refuse to vate, for the purpose of 
leaving the House without a quorum, and | sub- 
mit that both sides should have been counted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

The House was divided on the demand for the 
yeas and nays, and only nineteen voted in the 
|, affirmative; not one fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers on the 
question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers on the 
motion that the House do now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tayror, of 

| Tennessee, and Wacker, were appointed. 

The question was put, and the tellers reported— 
ayes SI], noes 30; no quorum. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that there be a call 

i! of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. J ask for the yeas and nays 
| upon that motion. That will settle the question 
as to whether there is a quorum present or not. 

Mr. GROW. Let us have a recount. 

Mr. WALSH. There are several 

| around me who have not voted. 

|| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. GROW. I call for tellers. 

|| Mr. CLINGMAN. Oh, no; let us havea re 
count. 

Mr. GROW. Well, I withdraw the call for 
tellers, if we can have a recount. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. There is evi- 
dently a quorum in the House. I call for a 
recount. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia 
must remember that a motion is now pending that 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope that motion will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I decline to withdraw it. 

Mr. COBB. I call for tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of 
Indiana, and Crineman, were appointed. 

Mr. LETCHER. Now! hope the gentleman 
who made the motion will vote. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 1 voted before. 

The question was then put on Mr. Encerton’s 
motion; and the tellers reported—ayes 13, noes 
105. 

‘ So the motion was disagreed to. 


members 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon 
the adoption of the motion submitted by the gen- 
deman from South Carolina, [Mr. Org,] that the 
| House resolve iteelf into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. . 
Upon that question tellers were ordered; and 
| Messrs. Cuincman and Epmunpson were ap- 
pointed. 
| The question was then taken; and the tellers 

reported—ayes 91, noes 28. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
| House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. CHanpLer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
| the amendments of the Senate to the deficiency 
bill 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee last rose, the pending question was on the 


Missouri |Mr. Oniver}] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 hope the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Our ER} will now allow me to make 
the personal explanation to which I referred yes- 
terday. 

Mr. OLIVER. I have no objection, provided 
it does not come out of my time. 

(Cries of ** Agreed!” “ Agreed °") 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, previously 
to the rising of the committee yesterday evening, 
there was a general consent given that | should 
occupy the floor for a few minutes this morning, 
for a personal explanation. But the unanimous 
consent of the committee was given to meon the 
understanding that the explanation should be ia 
regard to myself. There is, however, one thing 
which { wish to propose to the committee now, 
and that is, that | may occupy a few minutes of 
the time allowed me, to reply to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Suern] yester- 
day, so far as they regard a distinguished and 
venerated friend, who is now no more, and whose 
memory has been violently attacked; | refer to 
the Hon. John Quincy Adams. 

A general assent was expressed by the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, the remarks 
of the gentleman from Virginia, in regard to the 
memory of that great and good man, would have 
given me infinitely more pain than anything he 
could have eaid in regard to myself, provided, I 
had believed the attack of the member from Vir- 
ginia could, in any degree, affect the world-wide 
fame of that distinguished statesman. 

Sir, he served long upon this floor, and stood as 
the leader of this House in all the great moral and 
potitical questions that agitated the nation during 
the last deende of his life. Emphatically, sir, he 
stood as the leader, the standard bearer of the 
cause of freedom, of truth, of righteousness. 

Mr. Ciairman, an attempt has been made to 
represent that statesman as a blood-thirsty man— 
aman of violence,a man of blood. Nothing 
could have been more unworthy of any statesman 
than such arepresentation. But in order that I 
may be fully understood, I will read an extract 
from the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia: 

“Did they not all Know that a distinguished man, John 
Quincy Adams, had stepped down from the Chief Magis 
tracy, and asserted this question, saying that sooner than 


stop agitation, he would see five millions of southern 
heartis drenched in blood ?”? 


Mr. Chairman, let me say that I have no ex- 
planation to give to this remark. It is, emphat- 
ically, an unmitigated misrepresentation. ‘Theat 
is the whole of it, in all its length and breadth, in 
all its depth and height. It was coined froin the 
fertile brain of an opponent, who opposed him 
while living, and who attempts to raise his puny 
arm to assail his fame now that he is departed. 
Who, Mr. Chairman, has read the speeches of 
Mr. Adams, that does not know that on all occa- 
sions he sought peace; that he was at all times 
opposed to bloodshed; that he was at all times 
opposed to violence;that he sought the moral re- 
generation of this country and nation, and of the 
world by the force of reason, intelligence, and 
example? 

Sir, | suppose we all know the history (for it 
is familiar to us all) which gave rise to the attack 
of the member from Virginia. I think it was in 
the year 134], that the venerable man to whom lL 
have alluded, was in the city of Pittsburg, and, 
by request, delivered an address to the colored 
people of that city. In the remarks which 
made upon that occasion, he told them that the 
time would come when justice would be done to 
them. In the emphatic manner in which he was 
accustomed to speak, he told them that their 
redemption would come; and as he rose with the 
majesty of his subject and the occasion, he re- 
peated that it wouldcome. He knew not when. 
Some were apprehensive that it would come in 
blood; ** but, sir,”’ said he, ** let it come—let jus- 
tice be done.”’ I quote from memory, but am 
substantially correct. Some monthsafterwards, a 
member of this body from Alabama [Mr. Dillet] 
was making a speech in this Hall, and, referring 
to this subject, represented Mr. Adams as having 
said that ‘he hoped the redemption of the co! 
ored race would come, even if it came in blood.”’ 
** Yes,’’ said Mr. Adams—he was sitting at my 


he 


| amendment offered by the gentleman from Iilinois, || right hand, near me—‘* | now say, let it come,” 
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‘* Yes,’’ said the gentleman from Alabama, ‘‘ if it 
come in the blood of the white man.’’ The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Adams] said, 
‘Jet it come.’’ ‘* Yes,’’ said that venerable man, 
with an eraphasis which often characterized his 
remarks, ‘1 now say, let it come.”’ ‘* Yes,”’ 
said the gentleman from Alabama, ‘though it 
comes in the blood of thousands of white men, 
let itcome.” ‘* Yes,’’ said the venerable states 
man, ** though it comes in the blood of millions 
of white men, let it come—-let justice be done 
though the heavens fall.’’ He spoke of justice 
to the colored man. That he desired at all times, 
and above all other objects. 

[ stand here to make no apology for that vener- 
able statesman. [very man is familiar with his 
history. He died in this Hall. He died where 
the honorable gentleman from Vermont [{Mr. 
Meacuam] now sits, He lived a life of unusual 
devotion to his country, to the world, and his 
fame is beyond the reach of the puny efforts at 
detraction, put forth by the member from Virginia. 

Mr. Chairman, personal conflicts are at all times 
painful to me. ‘They constitute no part of the 
object for which | was sent to this body. They 
are opposed to all the feelings of my nature. But, 
sir, we owe duties to ourselves, as well as to the 
public. I have no right to permit false charges, 
uttered against me in this body, to pass unnoticed. 
In such case silence is often taken as an admission 
of their truth. 

Yesterday the member from Virginia [Mr. 
Smirn] took occasion to make the following most 
extraordinary assertion: 


*© Who does not know that the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Gippines,| when I wasin Congress some years ago, offered 
resolutions declaring that it was lawful, in effeet, for negroes 
to slay the wife and children of thetr masters ?”? 


When I heard this I respectfully endeavored to 
correct him, by assuring him that I had presented 
no such resolutions, to which he replied: 


“No, of course not directly: that would have been too 
provoking, too insuiferable But tor his act, the gentleman 
received the benefit of a resolution or resolutions of this 
body that made him retire trom the proceedings of Con 
gress thathe might go home and get Congress rebuked by 
the people, They sent him back by a majority diminished 
by two thousand, and he was afraid to continue the e rper- 
iment.”?’ 


Now, sir, in regard to the character of the res- 
olutions which I offered, [ will merely say, that in 
1842, the President, John Tyler—for whom my 
Whig friendsand | voted, God forgive us !—-through 
our Secretary of State, instructed our Minister at 
London to demand a compensation of the British 
Government for the people who gained their lib- 
erty on board the Creole, a slave ship from Rich- 
mond, Virginia, whileon her way to New Orleans. 
The history of that transaction must be within 
the recollection of every member, and | therefore 
merely refer to it. 

The demand carried with it animplied acknowl- 
edgment that it was our duty to protect the slave 
dealers. This I felt to be an insult to the people 
of the free States. I was unwilling to see the 
people of Ohio and the other free States involved 
in such disgrace; and offered to this body the dec- 
laration of my sentiments, in the following resolu- 
tions, which I now send to the Clerk’s table to be 
read. 

They were read, as follows: 

“Resolwed, That prior to the adoption of our Federal 
Constitution, each of the several States composing this 
Union, exercised full and exclusive jurisdiction over the 
subject of slavery within its own territory, and possessed 
full power to continue or abolish it at pleasure. 

“Resolved, That by adopting the Constitution, no part of 
the aforesaid powers was delegated to the Federal Govern 
ment, but was reserved by, and still pertain to, each of the 
several Statea. 

“Resolved, That by the eighth section of the first article 
of the Constitution, each of the several States surrendered 
to the Federal Government all jurisdiction over the subjects 
of commerce and navigation upon the high seas. 

“Resolved, That slavery, being an abridgment of the nat- 
ural rights of man, can exist only by force of positive muni- 
cipal law, and is necessarily confined to the jurisdiction of 
the power creating it. 

** Resolved, That when a ship belonging to the citizens 
of any State of this Union leaves the waters and territory 
of such State, and enters upon the high seas, the persons 
on board cease to be subjett to the slave laws of such State, 
and thenceforth are governed in their relations to each 
other by, and are amenable to, the laws ofthe United States. 

** Resolved, That when the brig Creole, on her late pas 
sage to New Orleans, left the territorial jurisdiction of Vir- 
ginia, the slave laws of that State ceased to have jurisdiction 
over the persons on board said brig, and they became ame- 
nabie only to the laws of the United States. 


| They have departed. 
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of the United States, incurred no legal penalty, and are | 


“justly hable to no punishment. 

** Resolved, That ali attempts to reénslave said persons 
are unauthorized by the Constitution, or the laws of the 
United States, and are incompatible with our national 
honor. 


** Resolved, That all attempts to exert our national influ- | 


ence in favor of the coast. wise slave trade, or to place this 
nation in the attitude of maintaining a commerce in human 
beings, are subversive of the rights aud injurious to the feel 

tngs and interests of the free States, are unauthorized by 
ihg Constitution, and prejudicial to our national character.”’ 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed. Every member 
will see there is not the most distant reference, nor 
the remotest intimation of the right of those ne- 
groes to slay the wives and children of their mas- 
ters. It merely asserts their right to freedom, 
and that in resuming that right, they violated no 
law. ‘The misrepresentation of the member from 
Virginia [Mr. Smiruj is so palpable, so obvious, 
that | will leave it to the consideration of this body 
and of the country, to judge of the principles and 
feelings of a member who thus falsely and wan- 
tonly assails a fellow-member with fabrications so 
unfounded and destitute of truth. 

But, sir, for the presentation of those views, a 
member from Virginia [Mr. Borts] offered reso- 
lutions censuring me for daring thus to express 
my opinions, 
censure was for uttering the opinions. He, how- 
ever, being out of order, handed them over to a 
servile member from my own State, who offered 
them, and called for the previous question to cut 
me off from any defense. 

Sir, this body took it upon themselves to pass a 
vote of censure upon me for thus avowing my 
opinions, and the member from Virginia {Mr. 
Smitn} voted for my censure. He now appears 
to think | should have bowed in silence like the 
slaves on his own plantation, that [ should have 
received his rebuke with humility, and plied my- 
self to the task of legislation under his surveil- 
lance. I could not recognize him as my master, 
nor this body as having authority to control me 
in the expression of my constitutional views. I 


hurled irom me the petty despotism which they at- | 


tempted to exercise over me. I did not remain in 
my seat one minute after the vote was declared. 
The liberties of my country had been purchased 
in part by the blood of both my paternal and ma- 
ternal ancestors. Ata more recent period I[ had 
myself borne arms in the war of 1812; and had I 
remained in my seat here, submitting to such 
tyranny, [ should have disgraced my name and 
the Constitution of my country. 

On reaching the first county in my district, on 
my way home, I was hailed by a people who 


appreciated my motives, and responded heartily | 
A meeting was | 


to the course I had pursued. 
called at the seat of justice; a distinguished lawyer 
of the Democratic party moved a resolution re- 
questing me to stand as a nominee for reélection, 
without the formalities of a regular convention. 
To this I consented; and, until the day before 
election, it was supposed, in that part of the dis- 
trict in which | lived, there would be no compet- 
itor. But, as was then said, an opposition was 
raised, in pursuance of advice sent from this city; 
yet, as I stated yesterday, | was reélected by a 
larger proportion of the votes given than on any 
former or any subsequent occasion. Many of the 
Democratic party voted for me, and have since 
continued to votefor me. My majority was more 
than thirty-five hundred; but then the member 
from Virginia says it was diminished to two thou- 
sand, intending to represent my constituents as 
dissatisfied with my course. Why, sir, at oneof 
the largest conventions ever met in that district, 1 


was specially instructed to maintain the position I | 
had assumed, without reference to the miserable | 
efforts put forth in this body to control my | 
I have intended to obey | 


thoughts and my action. 


those instructions. Of that, however, my con- 


No one denied their truth, but the | 


stituents are my judges; and they have given me | 
some evidence of their approbation—for they have | 


continued to send me here, to the present time. 


W here are those who then assumed the uncon- 


stitutional power to censure me? 


And echo an- | 


swers, Where? Why, sir, of the two hundred and | 
twenty members then composing this body, one, | 
and only one monument of the people’s mercy, | 
beside myself, has continued to hold a seat here. | 


Several generations, like 


. 
April 28, 

The member from Virginia, at the clo 
Congress, disappeared, and sunk out of View, into 
the ude of political forgetfulness, from whence he 
was again cast up in the political storm of 1859 
a striking instance of political resurrection. py, 
he comes back apparently bringing with him the 
same views of dictation and ** overseerism ” which 
he possessed when he left us ten years since. He 
seems unconscious of the progress which has b 
made in this body during the period of his ¢ 
finement in political purgatory. 

it is said of Dean Switt, that while relating an 
anecdote to a friend they became separated. Afier 
the lapse of ten years they again met, when the 
Dean, without a bow or other salutation, resumed 
his story with the simple introduction of * as J was 
saying.’’ So the member from Virginia, on avain 
finding himself in this Hall, without a bow - 
salutation, introduces himself by a flourish of the 
whip, and in fall livery proclaims himself the 
“6 whipper-in”’ of this Administration, and in mer. 
ciless style he plies the lash toall who get off the 
track. 

In the course of his remarks, the member said | 
was afraid to continue the experiment I had tried 
in presenting my resolutions. In other words, he 
charges me with submission to the usurpations 
of this House, of surrendering the freedom of 
speech. Sir, it gives me pleasure to say that this 
is the first time,in a service of nearly twenty 
years, that I have ever been subjected to the charge 
of being a doughface, not daring to speak my 
views. | wasaware that, judging from his speeches, 
the member must have regarded all who differ 
from him as poltroons; but | had not supposed he 
would take occasion openly and in definite words, 
to charge any member with being afraid to speak 
his sentiments, : 

Well, sir, | am afraid todo wrong. Iam afraid 
of giving just offense to any human being. But, 
sir, | would speak truth fearlessly. Among these 
truths, | would lay it down as an axiom, that 
none but ** cowarps’’ ever doubt the courage of 
their fellow-members. But should the member 
from Virginia think I treat him with less severity 
than he deserves, I hope he will attribute it to my 
unusual good nature, and not to cowardice. — 

But the gentleman assures the country that I 
was afraid to continue the experiment. I think it 
was on the Sth of May | resumed my seat in this 
Hall, and on the 31 of June I made a speech, in 
which, to the extent of my humble abilities, | 
vindicated the doctrine embraced in the resolutions 
for which I was censured. For the House will 
observe that the offensive part of my resolutions 
was the assertion that the negroes, when taken 
beyond the jurisdiction of the slave laws of Vir- 
ginia, were restored to their natural right of self- 
defense. ‘This was the substance, the gist of the 
resolutions for which | was censured. No member 
of this House, from that day to this, has had the 
boldness to deny their accuracy. They assert 
mere legal principles known to lawyers of science. 

Yesterday, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Smiru] asserted that [ presented * resolutions de- 
claring that it was lawful for negroes to slay the 
wives and children of their owners.’’ The assertion 
which I did make was, that when slaves were 
taken without the jurisdiction of slave laws they 
became free under the common law and the laws 
of nature, and that they had a right to assert that 
freedom. And Iam glad that there is before me 
a Representative of Louisiana, (Mr. Hunt] # 
State which led off in the declaration of this prin- 
ciple. There is not a slave State, nor is there a 
free State, in the Union which has not proclaimed 
it through their.courts. It has been announced 
from the tribunals of the United States Court. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. With the gen- 
tleman’s permission,as Louisiana has been alluded 
to, I will make a singleremark. Does the gente 
man yield to me? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I yield with pleasure to the 
gentleman for that purpose. i 

Mr. PERKINS. Such was the decision under 
the Louisiana law, and such, practically, was the 
law until after the Abolition excitement at the 
North, when the Legislature passed a law directing 
the reverse in consequence of that agilation. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. That does not change the 


Se of that 


€en 
On- 


_ common law, norany law outside of that State. 
the member from Virginia, have since appeared || the Legislature has passed a statute to reénslave 

“ Resolved, That the persons on board said ship, in resum- || here, and taken their departure also to the shades 
ing their natural rights of personal liberty, violated no law |) of political life. 


| 


the people who have become free, that statute it- 
self has no effect outside the State. I refer, how- 
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vo the decision of the courte of Louisiana, | 
ice the civil law, which guided her courts in | 
; It is the same, also, as common flaw | 
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over it is in force. tt was so deeided in 
va »y Lord Mansfield, after an unprecedented 
o aus in behalf of oppression. It was repeated 
: jx21, in the great case of Forbes vs. Cochran, 
‘ced in the Common Pleas of England. Ithas 
repeated again and again, in all the courts of 
- af natrons oftheearth. I zo back more than 
sundred years, on the continent of Europe, 
show that a slave leaving the jurisdiction 
) held him in bondage became free. Why, sir, 
- heart would respond that he would be tree, 
hs member from Virginia recorded his vote 
shat oeeasion to censure me for daring to utter 
al nrinciple known and understood by every 


et 


e 
( 


° »,in the srofession. 
" Mr. PERKINS. I regret to have to interrupt 
the ventieman again. 1 am told that [ did not hear 
correctly his position. The decision of the Louis- 
_ court was not to the effect of his resolution, 
1o this extent only: that where a slave was 
voluntarily carried by his owner beyond the juris- 
‘icion of slave law into a free State, the owner 
st his power over himon his return to Louisiana. 
Mr.GIDDINGS. The gentleman is mistaken. 
| understand the decision to which I referred. 


( 


| 


The case decided in his State was not that of a | 


‘ve taken into a free State, but of a lady who 
took her slave to France, across the high seas. 

Mr. PERKINS. That isa free State, as I un- 
cerata (dl it. 

Vr. GIDDINGS. 
(Laughter.] The decision of the court 

Louisiana was, that the very moment when the 

ve was taken beyond the jurisdiction of Louis- 
jana, that moment she was clothed in the attributes 
of freedom, and humanity stood forth vindicated 


in her person. 


a olalte. 


ly the speech to which I referred, as made on | 


the 34 June, [ said: 


No, sir;itis an Empire, not 


‘he persous on board the Creole, when taken beyond 

the jurisdiction of Virginia, were absolutely free—they were 
f nthe consideration of all law, human and Divine— 
pos-essing all the rights incidentto American liberty. From | 
that moment they possessed the full, just, and indisputable 
rizlit of self-defense—the right to detend their persons and 
liberty with all the means and all the force within their 
power.” 

(vain, sir, ] declared that: 

* Had [ been in the situation in which they were placed, 


with th 


same alternative before me, a cowardly submission | 


toa slave dealer, with slavery and degradation to myself | 


and posterity on one hand,or heroic effort, with freedom 
myself and offspring on the other, I could not have hes- 
itated to dete 


me to the extent of every means within my control.’’ 
Why did not the member from Virginia meet 
¢} / 


doctrine in open debate like a man—likea 


man? Sir, he sat in silence. I endeavored 


ion. It was addressed to those who had 

ved to pass a vote of censure upon a Repre- 
tative in this Hall. And I greatly desired to 
woke some one of them to meet me before the 
intry. They had sealed my lips while on trial, 

| under the previous question they had con- 
demned me and my doctrine. I intended in that 


nd the liberty which God had bestowed upon | 


} 


ve language that should admit of no misinter- | 


speech to defy their tyranny, to hold them up to | 
thecountry as a set of men who, through ignorance | 


or malice, had trampled upon the Constitution, 


upon the rights of the people, upon the privileges | 
0 The member | 
from Virginia [Mr. Smit] had voted for my cen- 


of the members of this House. 
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gated fabrication, | asked to set him right. I, sir, 
disbelieved that any man could have obtained an 
election to this Hall who would thus openly, and 
in bold defiance of all truth and honor, state, as 
matters of fact, transactions which never had the 
shadow of existence. The circumstances flowing 
from that resolution of censure constituted an im- 
portant era in my life. | scorned the attempt to 
control my action. I held it in unutterable con- 
tempt. I bade defiance to it, and to all who sus- 
tained it. ‘The thought of asking its repeal never 
entered my mind, never flitted through my imagin- 
ation, until the astounding falsehood was put forth 
by the member on yesterday. Had such resolu- 
tion been presented, he could show it from the 
record. ‘That he cannot do. It does not exist. 
It never did exist. Why, sir, my resolutions had 
gone forth to the country. They had been sanc- 
tioned by the whole people of the North. They 
had gone over the waters, had reached the eye of 
British ministers and British statesmen. ‘That 
apology for an administration, John Tyler, who 
then controlled the Executive power, had backed 
out of the demand on England; and so far as | or 
the public have any knowledge, the demand has 
never been renewed, and, | venture to say, never 
will be renewed. My effort had a greater effect 
upon the action of this Government, and upon the 
sentiment of the country, than I had expected. 
My position was adverse tothat entertained by 
the Senate, by the Executive, and by this House. 
In opposition to these branches of the Federal 
power, the country acknowledged the correctness 
of my doctrine. And I now look upon that as 
the proudest era of my life. My triumph was 
complete. [I was willing that the resolution of 
censure, and those who voted for it, should go 
down and receive the approval or the condemnation 
of posterity. I neither asked nor desired its repeal; 


_ nor did | ever hear its repeal spoken of until the 


member charged me, on yesterday, with asking 
** this House to repeal it;”’ and, as if intending to 
place himself beyond the paleof charity, he made 
up for the occasion, and proclaimed the additional 
fabrication that ‘* the proposition was received with a 
loud laugh, ayd that was the end of it.’’ 

Keataatchiodl ad the fool-hardiness of the member, 
from my seat I declared that I never made such a 
proposition. And here came the last effort of the 
member’s ingenuity and facility in the manufac- 
ture of hypothetical facts, which never had any 
foundation, which are made up entirely of false- 
hood. He then at once abandoned his previous 
assertion, tacitly acknowledging its falsity, but 
saying: 

‘The gentleman from Ohio did not make the proposition, 
but one of his colleagues did, I presume with his consent.”? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, ! will not detain the com- 
mittee to make any comments on this last subter- 


| fuge, these additional statements destitute of truth. 


sure; | had appealed to the people; had returned | 


to this Hall indorsed by the sovereign power, 


and | challenged him to the forum. There he sat | 


in mute silence. 


A prophet, in Bible times, is said to have kicked 
an ass into speech; but I could not do it. 


I en- | 


1 . . | 
eavored to follow Balaam’s example, but failed 


In the effort. 


the member’s galled sides have become healed. 
He has found his way back to this body, but ap- 
pears to have forgotten 
6 Whether 
The hoot was made of neat or Spanish leather ;” 

and now he charges me with not daring to main- 
lain my position, 

But | pass to another, and the last point. 
Speaking of myself, he proceeded to say: 

“ At any rate, he did not get the resolutions repealed ; 
‘Telerring to the resolutions censuring me ;) he came back 


here, and had the grace actually to ask Congress to repeal 
the tesolution.?? 





Astonished at the utterance of such an unmiti- 


And now, after ten years’ absence, | 


They are false in the general and in their detail. 
I can only say that | never heard of such an ap- 
plication by any colleague. My friend on my 
left, (Mr. Wape,} at that time a constituent, and 
intimate friend, assures me he never heard of any 
such application. I have searched the Journal 
and the Congressional Globe, and I find no trace 
of any such application. And I declare this last 
declaration to be equally groundless with the 
others—equally false, malicious, and disgraceful. 

Now, sir, this accumulation of untruths, this 
concatenation of falsehoods, put forth in rapid 
succession by a member of this body, cannot be 
properly characterized by any language becoming 
the dignity of an American Congress. He may 
have deemed the course he has pursued as neces- 


| sary to support the cause he advocates, and as due 


to the Executive whose organ he professes to be. 
But whatever may be his motive, he has gone 
beyond the reach of parliamentary language. | 
leave him to the judgment of the House and the 
country. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. 1 rise to a ques- 


| tion of order. 


Several Memspers. ‘‘ Oh, let him go on.”’ 


Mr. TAYLOR. I merely wish, with the con- 
sent of the gentleman, to make a single remark in 
reference to the point of order. I wish to ask a 
question of the Cheie. I believe in the freedom 
of speech, but 1 have been taught to believe that 
the proceedings of a deliberative body like this 
should be governed by rules of decorum. 

[Renewed cries of ** Too late!’’) 
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Mr. TAYLOR. Well, sir, 1 will not insist 
upon my point of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have nothing further to 
say. I might stand here and talk from now till 
to-morrow, and not be able to find language suf- 


ficiently strong to reach the gentleman from Vir- 
finia 
g ; 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sourt (Mr. Otver] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr SMITH. task the gentleman to yigd me 
the floor to make an explanation. . 

[Cries of ** Yes!’ ** Yes!”’ ** Go on with your 


>? 


explanation! 
Mr. OLIVER. Task the gentleman how much 
of my time he wishes? 
Mr. SMITH. IL suppose what I have to say 
will not come out of the gentleman's hour. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. That arrangement can be 
made by unanimous consent. 
A general assent was expressed. 
Mr.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, we have, indeed, 
had an interesting display, characterized by those 
manners which we should naturally expect from 
the gentleman from whom itcomes. We have seen 
a gentleman here aspiring to be sarcastic. We have 
seen him rising here and assailing members of 
this House with a display of coarseness and vul- 
garity which he alone understands how to use; 
just the sort of defamation and scandal which 
would find no place in the association of gentle- 
men; nay, such only as could have been taught 
and learned by an association with free negroes. 
Sir, itis within the recollection of this committee 
that, on yesterday, when I was replying to the 
extraordinary position which had been taken here 
by those who had preceded me, that the Missouri 
compromise, as it was called—that the act of 
1820 had given peace and quiet to the country. 
I say, when | was replying to that most extraor- 
dinary position, and confronting it with the truth 
of history, | referred, by way of illustration, to 
a distinguished man, supreme in his eminent abil- 
ity, who had previously occupied the highest 
official position in the country, and who descended 
from that high position into this arena, for the 
purpose of creating agitation upon the subject of 
slavery. I stated that as an illustration. I stated 
that he forgot the high dignities with which he 
had been honored, the distinguished offices which 
he had filled, the mighty part he had played as a 
| national man; and that he came here to agitate for 
the wild, disorganizing purposes of anti-slavery. 
| That was an illustration; and I referred on that 
occasion to sentiments which he uttered on this 
floor, and which I would make good. Indeed they 
are substantially admitted by the gentleman who 
has just addressed the House. 
I referred to him, [Mr. Gippiwes,] also, as an 
illustration. I had no occasion to misrepresent 
him. J alluded to him as one of those who had 
been continued here by constituents, no doubt 
worthy of him, and whose chief office, instead of 
being to minister peace and good will unte all men, 
had been to agitate the great country of which he 
is a most unworthy member, and to seek to dis- 
tract, and divide, and ruin the Union of this Re- 
public—in the perpetuation of which the destinies 
of the world are at once and forever bound. Is 
not that true? Speaking from memory, | did not 
perhaps specify in exact and literal verbiage the 
sense which had been communicated; but [ am 
here with the record, prepared, substantially, to 
sustain the position which I took. The member 
—and according to polite parliamentary parlance 
the honorable member—and | suppose that we 
are all honorable men—the honorable member 
has thought fit, his own job not being sufficient, 
and being ambitious of that unity which he sought 
to establish, when the distinguished man,to whom 
I previously referred, had a living place on this 
floor—he has thought fit to get some grace and 
strength for his position, by a union with one who 
had genius and intellect to redeem the errors of his 
principles, and to commend him to the interest, at 
least, if not to the affections of the country. 
He sought to acquire some distinction by that 
association. Not content to rest himself here on 
his own defense, he undertakes to vindicate that 
man, superseding the duty of some gentleman 
| from the State of Massachusetts. The member— 
| the honorable member—really conceded the strength 
| of my remarks. In vindicating Mr. Adams, he 
|| actually acknowledges the ascription which I 

made. ButI might be relieved from the duty of 
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meeting this question, if 1 chose to remind the 
rentienan that he has been guilty of a very great 
defect in memory, if not of a gross misstatement. 

Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, 
let me call your attention to an incident which oc- 
curred the 22d of February, 1844, a day pregnant 
with the dearest assoclalions, as connected with 
the name of one Who was ‘* first in war, first in 
peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen.” 
On thet day, Mr. Dillet, of Alabama, a distin- 
vuished Whig member—I say Whig member, be- 
cause at thatday political ligaments were stronger 
than local subordination or independence. I speak 
from the record. In referring to the remarks of 
Mr. Adams on the question of slavery, without 
going much into the quotation, and which | had 
hastily collected, not expecting to be called on 
from the source which I have, to justify my re- 
marks, Mr. Dillet, in addressing this House on 
the 22d of February, 1844, said: 

‘And whence came this language: ‘That slavery 
will be abolished in this country, and throughout the world, 
I firmly believe; whether it will be done peaceably or by 
blood, God ouly knows. But that it shall be accomplished, 
I bave nota doubt; and by whatever means, | say let it 
Yes, by whatever means, [ say, let it come.’ 
That was the prayer offered in transitu to the Throne of 
Mercy. By blood, or otherwise, Jet it come. 

‘Mr. Avams. Letit come. 

“Mr. Ditter. Yes, sir, these were the prayers of this 
man, {Mr. Adama,] who, if he had retired from the Presi 
dency to the shades of private life, which he would so 
much have dignified and adorned, would have gone dowu 
to the tomb with the united admiraven and applause of a 
mighty nation. This man comes here upon this floor, and 
says: * Letit come; let it come, by blood or otherwise ; 
let it come.’”’ 


come 


Mr. Adams here threw in the words: * Let it 
come.”’ 

““Mr. Dinner. Yes, let it come, no matter what havoc 
ehali ensue amonget the five millions of men, women, and 
children of the South; let them all be served up to satiate 
the Moloch of those assailants of the Constitution ; and for 
the purpose of offering up sweet incense to the holy, thrice 
holy Abolitionists,’’ &c. 

Well, sir, Mr. Dillet went on a good deal in 
that strain, and then Mr. Adams proclaims, not 
let it come even at the expense of the blood of five 
millions, as | stated, and as my memory enabled 
me to speak of it after the lapse of years, but he 
even goes further and says, without restriction as 
to numbers: ‘* Let it come.’’ Yes, sir, even if it 
cause the blood of the entire slaveholding section 
of this Union to flow. 

But, sir, Mr. Dillet goes on to say: 

* Tle was one among those who, in 1824, preferred the 
civil qualifications of the gentleman to those of a military 
character, in the selection of a Chief Magistrate of the 


Union. Heneed not ask to be pardoned by the gentleman, 
but he did ask the forgiveness of his country.”’ 


Yes, sir, so shocking, so horrid to every hu- 
mane and gentle affection were the sentiments of 
this man—this Mr. Adams, who had come here 
to agitate upon this question that he had pro- 
claimed: Let it come, though at the peril of the 
entire South. And Mr. Dillet, a political and 
personal friend, in the agony of his heart, said ** I 
was one of those who, in 1824, preferred the civil 
qualifications of the gentleman to a military chief- 
tain, and gave him my support. I now say here, 
in the face of this House, in the face of the as- 
sembled country, that | ask pardon of my coun- 
trymen for so doing.’’ And yet this act, this sacri- 
lege, this outrage upon every sentiment of human- 
ity, this treason—I use the word—this moral 
treason to the Constitution of our Republic, finds 
vindication upon this floor. But no other man 
has dared to vindicate it but such a man as that 
from Ohio. Sir, have I not made good my refer- 
ence? Can [ not stand up here proudly and say 
that my case is made out? Sir, although the 
member wishes to be tacked to the illustrious 
name of Adams, let me tell him that he is but the 
tail; and long, long must it be, if there is any con- 
nection between thetwo. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, | now come to the honorable member 
himself. That honorable member gives us to un- 
derstand that his ancestors rendered important 
services in the war of the Revolution, but his 
modesty will not permit him to speak of the ser- 
vices which he himself rendered in the war of 
1812. I wish he had delighted us by recounting 
them here, for I believe his military achievements 
have not yet been sung in song or told in story. 
But the gentleman, on account of his capital good 
nature, forbears to say what otherwise he might 
say, in reference to myself; but what can we think 


| opportunit 
| I repeat—his deep abhorrence of the fire-brand 
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man who can get up here and perform such a part 
‘as he has done to-day ? 

The display which the gentleman made upon 
this floor was the malignity of a fiend—a coward 
fiend. I was a member of this House when the 
particular incident took place which has brought 
out this difficulty. After the honorable member 
from Ohio resigned his seat, he went around the 
Hall bidding good-bye to his friends. 1 was sit- 
ting very near the place where lam now standing; 
and when he came to me, offering his hand, | did 
not pretend to be very busy, as some southern 
members did, who turned their backs upon him, 
but I said to him, **! do not shake hands with 
you.”’ Just as you please,’’ replied the gentle- 
man from Ohio; and that is the way in which [ 
treated his conduct, and that was the way he de- 
served to be treated by all. 

The gentleman has been pleased to refer to my 


political history, and my retirement from these , 


Halls. I will state to this House that, for eighteen 
years | was an active party man, before | ever 
soughta seat in legislative halls. My time, money, 
and such humble talents as God has tlessed me 
with, were freely dedicated to the propagation 
of the great principles of the Democratic party, 
in season and out of Until 1836, whew 
the muttering thunder which was heard in the 
distance was about to burst upon the country, I 
did not attempt to go into public life; but at that 
time, being called upon to be a candidate for the 
State Senate, I, under protest, yielded to the call, 
after having once declined a nomination. I then 
ran for Congress, and had the honor of succeeding 
against a Democrat and a Whig, with only about 
six hundred majority, and the Democrat the then 
incumbent in office, which is, with us, almost con- 
clusive in favor of areélection. When I retired 
from these Halls, | was a candidate for reélection, 
under a peculiar state of things—for it so hap- 
pened that the district was reorganized, and a 
Federal district was formed. I allowed my name 
to be used, and I reduced a Whig majority of 
twelve hundred to some two hundred and sixty- 
five. I then resumed the duties of private life, 
but not in retirement, as the mendacious speaker 
says—for I was elected Governor of the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, without ever having written 
a letter or expressed a wish for the office. | ask 
if any man can furnish a prouder and higher 
memorial of the estimation of his fellow-citizens 
than that—elected to the Chief Magistracy of the 
Old Dominion without an expressed wish for the 
proud distinction? 

W hen I returned from California, where I had 
gone to mend my fortunes, | had scarcely reached 
home before my friends began to talk of returning 
me to Congress. Circumstances, not my wishes, 
made mea candidate, and | was elected without 
ever organizing a county; without ever treating a 
voter; without ever holding a private conversa- 
tion but with two worthy, but plain and unam- 
bitious persons, to affect their votes before my 
election. | proudly stood up and relied upon my 
character and principles, and upon the liberal sen- 
timents of the noble people whose suffrage | ex- 
pected; and I am here. 


senson. 


Well, Mr. Chairman, the member from Ohio | 


has read the resolutions for which the House con- 
demned him. I shall not pause to comment upon 
them, but I will bring you to the result. ‘The 
first item—for there 1s a good deal here on the 
subject—the first item to which [ call the attention 
of the committee, is the remark of Mr. Everett— 
Mr. Everett, of Vermont; from the green hills; 
a cold hard man—lI hope that no one will pitch 
into me for this. But yet I shall beg the attention 
of the committee to the remarks of Mr. Everett 
on the subject, because I am one of those who 
never speak lightly, and when I take a position, 


lam proud to believe that | can maintain it. | 
| read from the Journal. 


Mr. Everett rose and begged to be excused from 
voting. He assignd his reasons: 

«And he wished also on this occasion to express his 
utter abhorrence of the firebrand course of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Gipp1nes.’’} 

Yes, sir, Mr. Everett asked to be excused 
from yoting; and he did it because he wanted an 
of expressing his deep abhorrence— 


course of the gentleman from Ohio. Well, now, 


| when that man could act in such a way in these || 
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from a party associate, from a man who was », , 
gaged in a common cause, and animated 
common feeling, what, sir, what must have 
the deep damnation of the act? 

There are various other references on this gu! 
ject. I shall not dwell upon them. But ey... 
was the howling storm of indignation in this on . 
Hall, such was the deep abhorrence of the vile an 
atrocious conduct of that member, that he, in view 
of that storm, and shrinking from it, asked jf . 
had thé power to withdraw his resolutions. The 
Chair pronounced that he had, against the 
tions taken to the contrary. 
or two from the record: 

**Mr. Gippines said, that when he had risen to Offer hie 
resolutions, he had stated that they were 1aportant oo 
that he merely laid them before the House. om 

**Cries of * Order!’ * Order!? 

‘“The Speaker. The gentleman will either Withdraw 
his resolutions or not. 
eee Gippinen. l was merely saying that I was ab, it 

* The SPEAKER. 
notr 

**Mr. Gippines withdrew his resolutions.” 

Yes, sir, that man who boasts that he hog 
uttered nothing in the world but proper and eoy. 
rect sentiments; who said that his resolutions were 
important, and that he merely laid them on the 
table for consideration, when he saw the howl 
blast of indignation against him which raged 
around the Hall, skuiked from its fury, and, in the 
face of such a howling tempest, sought to shelter 
himself by withdrawing his resolutions. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the member from Ohip 
resigned. He resigned to go home, to get the 
rebuke of his people upon this House, it may be: 
perhaps to pocket his mileage, for the questi 0 
was raised whether he intended to charge double 
mileage or not; and that question was notanswered 
So, | suppose, he got it. Of course he got it—of 
course. No moral sentiment could have restrained 
him, no feeling of personal honor. 

Well, sir, | say he resigned. I cannot under- 
take to give you chapter and verse for the comn- 
mon talk of this Hall. But it was said that he 
resigned and went home, to get the rebuke of hig 
people upon the action of this Hall. 

| stated yesterday, and I repeat it now, that it 
was bruited around this Hall that it was the 
common understanding that he went home, rely- 
ing upon that people whom he represents, of whom 
he appears so proud, and with whom he so cor- 
dially sympathizes. Yes, sir, | say it was so 
understood, and | am going to give some sort of 
proof of it. It was understood that he would 


DY a 
been 


Sut 1 will read a line 


Do you withdraw the resolutions 


f 


those resolutions of censure were repealed. 

Sut here is the record, and | ought not to omit 
it. The resolution of censure brought out by 
the honorable member’s atrocious resolutions, de- 
nounced him for offering resolutions which embod- 
ied rapine and murder. Yes, sir, that embodied 
rapine and murder! After the resolutions were 
withdrawn, the House was not satisfied with his 
retreat—with. his cowardly retreat—with his 
skulking from the storm which he had raised. | 
say the House was not satisfied, and a resolution 
of the character of which | have spoken was 
offered. He had offended the House and the 
country, and though his resolutions were witl- 
drawn, it was felt in this Hall that they still left 
an offense which must be avenged, and Mr. Botts, 
of Virginia, offered resolutions which, not being 
in order, were offered by his noble colleague, Mr. 
Weller, in which the resolutions of the gentleman 
were denounced for justifying rapine and murder. 
This House passed them by a vote of nearly two 
to one, after nearly every parliamentary effort had 
been resorted to to prevent their adoption. ihe 
judgment of this House, not upon party grounds, 
the judgmentof the American Congress, by near'y 
two thirds out of nearly two hundred votes, 80! 
emnly pronounced that the resolutions of the gen- 
tleman legalized and justified rapine and murder, 
and that he deserved not only the censure of the 
country, but of this House in particular. 

For that he resigned and went home; and I say 
now, that during his absence, the understanding 
was that he was tocome back here by the election 
of his people, and that he was to renew those res 
olutions, and was to press them until the res0- 
lutions of censure were revoked. Did he ever 
renew them? Never! never! 

I find, in the resolutions offered by Mr. Goode, 


of the supreme gentleness of disposition of the || Halls as to provoke such a fieree denunciation || of Ohio, the following; 
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» eeolved. That the Hon. J. R. GippinGs, on his return 
: Se be. and is hereby, instructed, at the first moment 
: il be in order, to offer the identical resolutions over 

A whieh he betore offered, and insist that the House ot 
ntatives act upon them by a direct vote.”? 


sructed by his beloved constituents! Did he 
» that instruction? No, sir; his white-livered 
*» skulked from it. He even disregarded the 

tions of his dear and much loved people, 


t him here, with tastructions to carry out 


who ser J ; } 
original purpose. Big, sir, with pride and 
equence, and offended feeling, he left this 
Hull with a determination to do or die. He was 


ed up by his people at home—better men 
himself, | have no doubt; yet when he came 

‘o the presence of the majesty of the Represent- 
caves of the American people, he quailed; yes, 
ge quailed before it, and did not obey his in- 

, or carry out his original purpose. 

But, sir, having adverted to the facts connected 
with this period sufficiently, and having vindi- 
from the record, the truth of my former 
assertions, | pass on. The gentleman from Ohio 
came back to this House on the Sth of May, | 

k it was, and was qualified by being sworn. 
But what are oaths to those who believe not in 
their value? But 1 was proceeding to say, he 
came back here, and on the Sth of May was 
eworn to observe the Constitution, and to respect 
sliits compromises. He took his seat. 
~ Well, sir, | said this member from Ohio offered 
» resolution to rescind the former vote of censure. 
Now. Mr. Chairman, | am one of those who never 
derevard or refuse to recognize the act of anagent. 
1 am one of those who regard what is done by 
ny agent as having been done by myself; and if 
i is necessary | could give you law and Latin to 
show that it is an established legal principle. I 
am not here to draw nice distinctions. Ido not 

thairs—not I. But the member from Ohio 
save he did not offer this resolution. Well, sir, 
he did not, but his colleague did; and I suppose 
his colleague would not have done anything of 
this sort without his concurrence. I appeal to this 
committee to decide whether it is likely that he 
would have permitted one of his colleagues—one 
who sympathized with him in his original determ- 
ination, who prevented him from undertaking 
to defend himself on that occasion, although the 
opportunity was again and again tendered to him; 
who seemed to be his friend, associate, and coun- 
selor—does the member himself suppose he shall | 
be able to make this House believe that this col- 
league of his would have taken this step without 
his knowledge and consent? And therefore it is 
that | say the member from Ohio draws nice dis- 
tnctions, and disproves at most the letter, but not 
the spirit of my charge. 

Well, sir, | have shown what was the resolu- 
tion which was offered by the counselor and ad- 
viser of the member from Ohio, and I leave it to 
the intelligent judgment of every member of this 
House to decide whether he is responsible for the 
resolution—that is all. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. SMITH. You may read it if you wish. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Either read it or back out. 

Mr. SMITH. I have the resolution before 
m@, and I will not back out. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There is no such resolution. | 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir; there is no such reso- | 
lution in express terms, but it was designed indi- | 
rectly to accomplish the purpose I have stated; 
for if received by the House, that would revoke 
the censure, and that will explain what follows 
hereafter, 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Read it. 


Mr. SMITH. I will not read it. Mr. Chair- 
man, how did it get in here? I recollect the cir- 
cumstances distinetly; and I have no doubt the | 
committee understand them. I have refused to | 
read the resolution because the whole debate to 
which it gave rise would have to be read, to make 
it intelligible. 1 would not be guilty of such a foul 
transaction as to refuse to read a resolution forthe 
purpose of misrepresenting it. { have the resolu- 
tion before me, and the whole proceedings in con- 
hection with it. Every member has them in his 
possession. I wish the member from Ohio to un- 
Cerstand that I do not consider it necessary to re- 
Sort to any such means to strengthen my exposi- 
tion of such a case ag his. : 

And how did it come into the House? I recol- 
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the thunder shall roll and the lightniug flash; when the 
slaves shall rise in the South; when, in imitation of the 
Cuban bondmen, the southern slaves of the South shall 
fee! that they are men; when they feel the stirring emotions 
of immortality, and recognize the stirring truth that they 
are men,and entitled to the rights which God has bestowed 
upon them; when the slaves shall feel that, and when mas 
ters shall turn pale and tremble when their dwellings shall 
smoke, and dismay sit on each conntenance, then, sir, I do 
not say *‘ we will laugh at your calamity, aud mock when 
your tear cometh,’ but [ do say, when that timve shall conn 
the lovers of our race will stand forth, and exert the legiti 
mate powers of this Government for freedom. We shall 
then have constitutional power to act for the good of our 
country, and do justice to the slave. Then will we strike 
off the shackles from the limbs of the slaves. That will 
be a period when this Government will have power to act 
between slavery and freedom, and when it can make peace 
by giving freedom to the slaves. And let me tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, that thattime hastens. Itis rolling forward. The 
President is exerting a power that will hasten it, though not 
intended by him. I bhailitas I do the approaching dawn 
of that political and moral millennium which | am well 
assured will come upon the world.’’ 


lect when the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Goode, } 
against whose character | know nothing, other 
than is found on this record, and | am happy to 
so express myself—lI recollect when he got up and 
offered the resolutions, there was one general 
laugh throughout the House; and I believe, and it 
was the general belief, as the recordsshow, that that 
was the end of them. But no. He took the laugh; 
said not a word; but marched up to the Clerk’s 
desk, and under pretense of their being of the char- 
acter of a petition, filed them with the Clerk for 
the purpose of entry on the Journal. There is 
honesty and fair dealing for you! And the mem- 
ber knew nothing aboutit! Of course, he did not! 
He was as innocent of the matter as the unborn 
child. He was perfectly good natured, and could 
not inquire into anything of the sort. 

When the Journal was read next morning a 
statement of the facts was made. It appeared, 
from the Journal, that the resolutions were pre- 
sented and receiyed. Mr. Botts immediately rose 
in his place, and moved that they be stricken out. 
He did not like to say expunged; but he moved 
that the entire paragraph—and I have the whole 
of it here—that the paragraph in reference to the 
resolutions, one of which | have read, and one of 
which led the member to repeat his own resolu- 
tions, be stricken out. Considerable debate re- 
sulted. A great deal of excuse was offered. A 
strong impression of a fraudulent movement was 
declared. Mr. Goode obtained the floor, and 
announced to the House that he had had no fraudu- 
lent purpose whatsoever. Such was the loathsome, 
vile, miserable, contemptible character of the pro- 
ceeding, that the House struck out the paragraph 
with the implied imputation of fraud. Yes, sir, 
these resolutions, which had for their end the re- 
deeming of the member from Ohio from the deep 
damnation of his conduct in advocating mutiny 
and murder, were expunged from the record. 
They were stricken from the Journal, and now 
they have no place except in the papers of the 
day. 

This, then, being the condition of things, I 
would ask wherein | have misstated? The gen- | 
tleman says that [ stated that he was elected by a 
diminished majority. I will advert to that now, | 
though a little out of the regular course. Of 
course, I spoke on the subject from memory, and 
I really ask the member for information. When 
facts are involved, however, I do not rest satisfied 
until I am fully convinced. Had not the gentleman 
Whig and Democratic opposition? Was he not 
elected by a plurality, and nota majority? This 
I distinctly Know: that the impression was, that 
the operation of another resignation was consid- 
ered too dangerous for another trial by the mem- 
ber. I know the understanding was, that if the 
Democrats had not been so foolish in that district 
—where Democracy, perhaps, cannot live for lack 
of necessary congeniality of elements and respi- 
ration—had it not been that they brought out a 
candidate, it is believed that the gentleman would 
have gone to the tomb of all the capulets. His 
race would have terminated against his will. 
Why, sir, it was believed that a genteel Whig— 
such was the. language of the day—would have 
filled the place which the member has so much 
dishonored. 

These are my views. I have presented the rec- 
ord. I have shown the course of Mr. Adams. 
I have shown the course of the member from Ohio; 
and to show that he is still in character, he is com- 
pelled to misrepresent the laws of a southern 
State to this committee. He has directly, and in 
face of the explanation of the distinguished gentle- 
man from louisiana, {Mr. Perkins,] distorted and 
misstated them: that decision being, that when a 
slave went into territory where freedom was estab- 
lished—God save the mark!—he was free. He 

artakes of the character of the country in which 
he is placed. That is the effect of the decision 
which the member has chosen to mystify and dis- 
tort. 

But, sir, Othello’s occupation is not gone so long 
as the member has a place here. Even during 
the present session of Congress, he has uttered 
the same damnable and abhorrent sentiments. Sir, 
look at the record of a previous debate during the 
present session. He says: 


Yes, sir, that period when our slaves shall rise; 
| that period when our houses shall smoke; that 
period when * fear cometh upon the hearts of the 
masters;’’ that period when rapine, and blood- 
shed, and desolation shall stalk o’er the land, the 
member will hail as the dawning day preceding 
the approach of the millennium! ‘*Oh shame, 
where 1s thy blush!’’ Yes, he gets up here, in the 
presence of this assembly of American freemen, 
the Representatives of millions, a large portion of 
them from the southern States, and he tells them 
here to their faces, that he hails this day which 
is to desolate the whole South with fire and blood- 
shed, as he would the dawn antecedent to the mil- 
lennium. Sir, 1 ask you if it is not fully made 
out by what | have previously read, and by this 
very speech itself, that he would rejoice, as he 
would rejoice at the dawning of that day preceding 
the millennium, to see our slaves rise, and sacri- 
fice the wives and daughters of their masters? 


1 would remark that this question of slavery is 
one in which I am deeply interested. Gentlemen 
will be held toa strict accountability by their con- 
stituents for sitting quietly here, day after day, and 
submitting to insults, such as have been inflicted 
upon them in days past. 

The gentleman from Ohio says that I did not 
answer him on certain occasions. Does he ima- 
gine, fora single moment, that when he speaks, 
and there is no response, it is because he is unan- 
swerable? From whence, in the name of God, did 
| there spring such a conceit! When he speaks— 
as never man spake before, for he is really without 
a parallel—and gentlemen are silent, has he never 
imagined it was because of their pity and contempt 
for him and his sentiments? 

I know | am wearying the House, but I plead 
as my excuse the deep interest I feel in this sub- 
ject. I believe that the institution of slavery is a 

noble one; that it is necessary for the good, the 
well-being of the negro race. Looking to history, 
I go further, and I say, in the presence of this 
assembly, and under all the imposing circum- 
stances surrounding me, that I believe it is God's 
institution.. Yes, sir, if there is anything in the 
action of the great Author of us all; if there is 
anything in the conduct of His chosen people; if 
there is anything in the conduct of Christ himself, 
who came upon this earth, and yielded up his life 
as a sacrifice, that all through his death might 
live; if there is anything in the conduct of his 
Apostles, who inculeated obedience upon the part 
of slaves towards their masters as a Christian 
duty, then we must believe that the institution is 
from God. 

Has there ever been a nation that so preémi- 
nently distinguished itself as a nation of masters? 
Go to Judea. Go to Greece, where there was 

| four hundred slaves to ninety freemen. Go to 
Rome, where, in the pride of her imperial power, 
you found some thirty to forty millions of slaves; 
and come to our own favored land, and what do 
rou see? Where is any evidence of inferiority 
Letwoes the North and South? We see in the 
South those ** first in war, first in peace, and first 
in the hearts of their countrymen;” not onealone, 
but many, always distinguishing themselves upon 
every crisis, and in every place where their ser- 
vices were needed in behalf of their country. Go 
into your halls of legislation; go into the battle- 
fields, and, I ask, where is the evidence of that 
inferiority which gentlemen attempt to establish 
between those who own and those who do not 
The owners of slaves are no better 


“Sir, I would intimidate no one; but I tell you there ‘s 

a spirit in the North which will set at defiance all the low 
and unworthy machinations of this Executive, and of the || 
| minions of its power. When the contest shall come ; when || own slaves ? 
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suffer in the comparison. 

i ask, then, how does the instiiution of slavery 
It operates like a 
charm. We have slaves among us eminently 
worthy of respect and confidence. We have fe- 
male servants that, in point of manners, morals, 
end principles, far surpass many white servants. 
Dut free them, and they are valueless; they are 
valueless the moment you knock their shackels 
off. L appeal to those around me in support of 
the position I take. I contrast the slave of the 
South, the genteel, well raised, obedient slave of 
the South, with the free negro of the North. It 
is a principle universally understood, known, and 
conceded as a fact, thatif you take the best raised, 
best cultivated slave, break off his shackles and 
send him a freeman, to the North especially, or 
even if you free him at home, the chances are 
nine out of ten, that he becomes a degraded man 
and a worthless vagabond. 

i advert to these things now, sir, not in re- 
proach or anger. I cAnonly say to the House, in 
the name of God, spare us from the polished and 
elegant language of the member from Ohio. [Laugh- 
ter Let this Hall be no longer desecrated or de- 
graded by such unbecoming, unworthy, unfrater- 
nal displays as we have had here to-day. Let us 
cultivate a refined, and delicate form of speech, so 
that we may utter no word of unkindness or re- 
proach calculated to disturb the relations which 
should animate us. Let us alone, gentlemen of 
the North. I repeat, in the name of God and the 
country, let us alone. Give us our equal rights. 
Convert us, if you can, but give us our equal 
rights; and we will never utter a word to compro- 
mise harmony and amity. 

I thank the committee, and I thank you, Mr. 
Chairman, for the patience with which my re- 
marks have been listened to. I have, | trust. 
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** Nothing extenuated, nor aught set down in malice.’ 


[A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that they had passed Senate bills of the 
following titles; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

An act (No. 178) to incorporate the National 
Hotel Company, of Washington city; 

An act (No. 334) for the relief of Frangois Cou- 
sin; and 

An act (No. 358) to make compensation to 
Henry Cronchey for extra services. | 


Mr. KERR. I 
now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Oxiver] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OLIVER took the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Missouri will yield me the floor that 
[may make a suggestion to the committee. 

Mr. OLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. The House closes the debate on 
the deficiency bill on Tuesday of next week. 
Monday commences the territorial business. The 
House has adjourned over to-day until Monday; 
and if this committee do now rise, and the House 
adjourn, the gentlemen who have obtained the 
floor to speak upon this bill in Committee of the 
Whole will not have an opportunity to make their 
speeches upon it, because, when it is again taken 
up, it will be under the five-minute rule, and mem- 
bers can then only speak toamendments. | think, 
myself, that it would be as well for the committee 


move that the committee do 


to rise, and let the House reconsider the vote agree- | 
ing to the proposition to adjourn over, so that we | 


may resume our session to-morrow, and allow 
gentlemen who desire so to do to make their 
speeches. 
the reconsideration myself; if 1 were, I would 
make the motion. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 


from Missouri (Mr. Oxiver] permit me to make 


a remark? 


Mr. OLIVER. Certainly. 


Mr. BAYLY. It istrue there isa special order 


for next week; but that special order has already 
been once postponed 
Several Members. 


Mr. BAYLY. 
any rate. 
[Cries of ‘* No, it cannot!’’] 


Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from Missouri 


“No!” “No!” 
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then their fellows, it is true; but they will not _ 


l am not in acondition to move for | 


Well, it can be postponed at | 


{[Mr. Oxtver] has acted with unusual courtesy on 
this occasion. He is now unwell; too much soto 
go on with his speech this evening. I therefore 
do think that the committee ought to rise. 

Mr. COX. I understand that the gentleman 
from Ohio {Mr. Sapp] is ready to go on with his 
speech to-day, if it would be the pleasure of the 
committee; and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Oxiver] would not lose his right to the floor when- 
ever the committee shall sit again. 

Mr. COBB. 
agreed to. 

[Cries of ** Agreed!’’ ** Agreed !’’} 

Mr. PECKHAM. Is it in order to move that 
the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, unless by the 
permission of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Sapp] who has the floor. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I thought I had the floor 
for the purpose of the motion, before the gentle- 
man obtained it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sourl [Mr. Oxiver] had tne floor, and yielded it 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sapr,} who is 
now entitled to it. 


| hope that suggestion will be 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. SAPP then took the floor, and addressed 
the committee on the Nebraska question. 
[His speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


Mr. MAXWELL obtained the floor, and said: 
1 propose to address the committee on the subject 
which has been under discussion, but the evening 
is too far advanced for me to go on now. 

Mr. BOYCE. Withthe permission of the gen- 
tleman, | move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
House bill No. 271, ‘* to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1854,’’ and the amendments of 
the Senate to said bill, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 


Mr. KNOX. I move that the House do now 


adjourn; and upon that motion | ask for the yeas | 


and nays. 

The SPEAKER. There isa communication 
on the table from the President of the United 
States, which the Chair will present to the House, 


if the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw his | 


motion for a moment. 
Mr. KNOX. I withdraw it for that purpose. 


PROTECTION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


The SPEAKER thien laid before the House the 
following message from the President: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit to Congress a copy of a correspondence be- 
tween the Secretary of State and her Britannic Majesty’s 
Minister accredited to this Government, and between the 
Secretary ot State and the Secretary of the Treasury, relative 
to the expediency of further measures for the safety, health, 
and comfort of immigrants to the United States by sea; and 
as itis probable that further legislation may be necessary 


for the purpose of securing those desirable objects, I com- 


mend the subject to the consideration of Congress. 
FRANKLIN PIERCE. 


On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the message was | 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KNOX. j 
adjourn, and the call for the yeas and nays on that 
motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. Cannot we reconsider the 
vote by which the House determined to adjourn 
over till Monday? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia voted in the affirmative, he can submit a 
motion to reconsider. 


Mr. LETCHER. I want to make a speech 


I now renew my motion to 


against the deficiency bill, if I can get a chance to | 


do so. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 25, nays 19. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


And eyrmens (at ten minutes past four o’clock, 
. m.,) the 


tt 


P ouse adjourned until Monday, at || 
| twelve o’clock, m. 


LOBE. 


Monpay, May 1, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIon, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report from the Postmaster Genera! ;, 
further compliance with a resolution of the Sens:, 
calling for information in relation to the ay 
ment of a contract with J. W. Kelly; which 
referred to the Committee on the Post O¢ 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented an a: 
passed by the Legislature of the State of Riou, 
Island, by which they reverseand annul the jude. 
men of the supreme court of that State for tregeo, 
rendered against Thomas W. Dorr, June 5, }g44' 
It was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a memorial of clerks employed in the Uni- 
ted States armory at Harper’s Ferry, praying 
increase of compensation; which was referred 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE. I ask leave to present a petition 
of citizens of Morrow county, Ohio, who seem 
to have become very thorough converts to the prin- 
ciple of non-intervention, for they pray the reneal 
of the whole Missouri compromise, for the repeg 
of all laws enacted by Congress in reference to the 
subject of slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
in the Territories, and for the repeal of the fugitive 
slareact. | movethatit lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented g 
petition of inhabitants of Burlington, New Jersey, 
praying a reduction of the rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Horatio 
Gates Cook, praying to be allowed the half pay 
to which his father, David Cook, was entitled for 
services in the revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, a petition of inhabitants of the Plantation 
of Bancroft and vicinity, in Aroostook county, 
Maine, praying the establishment of a mail route 
from Haynesville, through Bancroft Plantation, to 
Weston; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented two petitions of to- 
bacconists residing in West Suffield, Connecticut, 
praying that a specific duty of forty cents per 
pound may be levied on all cigars imported into 
the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of New Haven, 
Connecticut, praying that measures may be taken 
to secure to American citizens residing or traveling 
in foreign countries the right of religious liberty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Also,a petition of inhabitants of Meriden, Con- 
necticut, praying a reduction of the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. m 

| Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, remonstrating against the repea! o! 
the Missouri compromise; which was ordered@o 
lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of inhabitants of Milford, Mas- 
sachusetts, praying a-reduction of the rates 0 
ocean postage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MORTON presented a document in favor 
of the establishment ofa mail route, by steamboats, 
between Chattahoochie and Columbus; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. COOPER presented the memorial of Georg¢ 
W. Harris, praying that Congress may pass * 
act to vest in him the copyright to the thirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth volumes of the Pennsy' 
vania State Reports; which was referred to the 

_ Committee on the Judiciary. . 
Also, the petition of John Garvin, praying for 
indemnity for expenses incurred in taking care ° 
and supporting Thomas Garvin, who became 08 
invalid in consequence of exposure during the last 
war with Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
| Also,a memorial of the Pittsburg and Connells~ 
| ville Railroad Company, praying a donation 0 
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and credit on rails imported for the use of 
at road: which was referred to the Committee 
ublic Lands. = ee 

ur. BUTLER presented a petition of citizens 
district, South Carolina, praying the 


¢ (heater 
shment of a mail route from Chester Court 
a sto Cedar Shoal; which was referred to the 
jouse t : . 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


vir. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a petition 

-ovens of the United States, professing the 
ew ~ religion, praying that measures may be 
7 whe to procure for citizens of the United States, 
eae creed, a just degree of civil and religious 
erty, while residing or traveling in foreign 
tries; which was referred to the Committee 
» Foreign Relations. * 
Mr. CHASE presented a petition of steamboat 
Scers and engineers at Cincinnati, praying that 
eyree be taken to make ‘* Evans’s safety 
vd. against the explosion of boilers, free to 
lie, by the purchase of his patent right or 

sewise, which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 


oy dered, That the memorial of J. M. Hernandez, in be- 

ie claimants to the indemnity under the ninth ar 

the treaty with Spain, of February 22, 1819, be 
ydrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
tee on Foreign Relations, 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Aslam about to be absent 
the city for some time, | desire to ask the 
Se to excuse me from serving any longer on 
the Committee on Printing. It is a committee 
which requires almost daily attention. As I am 
on two other working committees, and am com- 
nelled to be absent for a few weeks, [ hope the 
Senate will excuse me from serving on that com- 
mittee. 

The motion to excuse the Senator was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN I move that the President 
pro tempore be authorized to fill the vacancy. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and 
Mr. Jounson was appointed. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask the Senate to excuse me 
from serving on any of the standing committees 
for the residue of the brief period during which I 
am to remain a member of the body. I ama 
member of the Committee on Printing, and of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. I 
am under the necessity of leaving the city for the 
purpose of conducting my family to Connecticut, 
and | hope, therefore, that the Senate will accord 
me this favor. 

The Senator was excused; and the President 
pro tempore was authorized to fill the vacancies | 
thus created. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
Frssenpen to supply the vacancy in the Commit- | 
teeon Printing, and Mr. Sewarp to supply the 
vacancy in the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads. 
SUSPENSION OF THE NEUTRALITY LAWS. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I offer the following resolu- 


tion: 


‘ 
me 


tne i 


Comm 


t~ 
rom 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
requested to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
President of the United States, during any future recess of 
Congress, to suspend by proclamation, either wholly or 
partially, the operation of the act ‘in addition to an act 


forthe punishment of certain crimes against the United 
States,’ approved the 20th of April, 1818;”? and also of the 
act supplementary thereto, approved 10th of March, 1838; 
should, in his opinion, the public interests require such 
total Or partial suspension ; such suspension not to exceed 
we period of twelve months; and the causes which shall 
have induced the President to proclaim it to be communi 
cated to Congress immediately on its first meeting there- 


aiter, 
Mr. SLIDELL. Although the resolution which 
has just been read is, on its face, simply one of | 
inquiry, I think it proper to state, at this time, the 
motives that have induced me to presentit. I | 
consider it one of great importance; it is not 
‘rought forward as a mere formality, but as the 
oasis of substantive, direct, and, as I hope, prompt 
‘gisiative action. I am quite conscious of the 
gravity of the responsibility assumed by a Senator 
‘aking the initiative in such a matter; but, with 
the firm conviction | entertain of its necessity, I 
should feel that | was recreant to my duty to the 
hation, and especially to the State that sent me 
qr were I to shrink from it. The duty, more- 
fr, 18 distinctly imposed upon me by the action || 
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| den, his Minister at Madrid, says: 
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of the Legislature of Louisiana. On the 16th of | 


March last, joint resolutions on the subject of Cuba 
were unanimously adopted. I have since been in 
the daily expectation of receiving official notice of 
them; but from neglect to forward a copy, or from 
some irregularity of the mail, they have not yet 
reached the delegation in an authentic form. I 
have a copy which IL believe to be correct, but do 
not feel at liberty to present it formally, as I am 
advised that it would not be in conformity with 
the usage of the Senate to do so.* y 

Some months since, Mr. President, I was as 
skeptical as any one on this floor could be about 
the existence of any concerted plan to Africanize 
Cuba. I use the word, not for the reasun that it 
has become fashionable, but because it plainly 
conveys, to my mind, at least, without periphrasis, 
the complex ideas of emancipation, confiscation, 
pulage, murder, devastation, and barbarism. Past 
experience has led me to be surprised at nothing 
that England might attempt to prevent the posses- 
sion of this magnificent island by her great com- 
mereial rival, a rival destined to be, ina very few 
years, if, in fact, she be notalready, in that respect, 
her recognized superior. Sull,! could not bring 
myself to believe that Spain, with all her pride 
and obstinacy, would prefer the destruction of a 
flourishing colony, peopled by her own sons, to 
the prospect of its transfer, at some future, per- 
haps distant day, by honorable and peaceful ne- 
gotiation, to a friendly nation, for a price that 
would extricate her finances from that gulf of seem- 
ingly hopeless bankruptcy in which they have been 
so long plunged. 

If the Senate will indulge me, I will state now, 
as briefly as possible, the reasons that have led me 
to the full conviction of a well-understood purpose 
between Spain and England, in which France is 
certainly a confidant, and probably a participant, 
for the Africanization of Cuba. 

On the 8th of April, 1852, Lord Malmesbury, 
British Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, di- 
rected his Minister at Washington, in concert with 
the French Minister, to propose to our Govern- 
ment ‘a tripartite convention, by which the three 
nations should bind themselves severally and col- 
lectively, to renounce, both now and hereafter, all 
intention to obtain possession of the Island of Cuba, 
aud to discountenance all attempts to that effect on 
the part of others.’ This proposition was made 
to Mr. Webster, then Secretary of State, but no 
definite reply was made to it while he remained in 
office. His successor, however, Mr. Everett, under 
date of Ist December, 1852, declined the overture 
in a paper which will be forever remarkable in our 
diplomatic history, for its high-toned nationality, 
and a vigor of stylejcorresponding with the import- 
ance of the question. Let us now trace the origin 
of this joint proposition of England and France, 
on the 20th October, 1851. Lord Palmerston, then 

3ritish Foreign Secretary, writing to Lord How- 


* With reference to the passage in M. Miraflores’s note, 
in which he states that the Spanish Government cannot 


* Jcint Resolutions of the Legislature of Louisiana, passed 
16th March, 1854. 

Be it resolved, That we view with alarm the recent and 
avowed change that has taken place in the policy of the 
Spanish Government in Cuba, the manilest tendency and 
result of which must be the abolition of slavery aud the 
destruction of the white race in that country. 

Resolved, That we believe such an event will have a 
most pernicious effect upon the same institution and inter- 
ests in these States; that it will destroy the social and po 
litical existence of that island ; that it will materially affect 
the natural law of American progress by precluding forever 
the admission of Cuba into this Union ; that it will create 
in our immediate vicinity, and almost within sight of our 
own shores, a government administered by an inferior and 


barbarous African race, under the immediate influence of 


European interests and ideas, and adverse to the pure 
American influence which should predominate on this con 
tinent and its adjacent islands ; that it will menace the se 
curity of the outlets of all our southern and southwestern 
rivers and harbors of the Gulf of Mexico, of the American 
Mediterranean, of the new great highways of commerce 
through those seas and across the Isthmus of America; 
and that it will materially endanger the intercourse between 
our Aiantic and Pacific States. 

Resolved, That we approve of the sentiments expressed 
in the inaugural message of General Pierce, relative to the 
extension of our limits and the prevention of the establish- 
ment of prejudicial influences around our southern border, 
and of those laid down by his Excellency Governor Hébert 
in his late annual message. 

Resolved, That we deem the time has arrived when the 
American people and the Federal Government should take 
a great and active interest in the proceedings of Spain and 
other European Powers in Cuba, in order to prevent the 
establishment of measures and institutions prejudicial to 
our own safety and welfare. 


i 
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understand how her Majesty’s Government can seriously 
recommend a measure which would prove very injurious 
to the natives of Cuba, when they also recommend that the 
Spanish Government should conciliate the affections of 
those Cubans, | have to instruct vour lordship to observe 
to M. Miraflores, that the slaves in Cub: form a large por 

tion, and by no means @ vvimpor ant one, of the people 
of Cuba, and that any st€ps taken to provide for theirem an- 
cipation would, therefore, as far as the black population 


Sees sss 


| Is concerned, be quite in unison with the recommendation 


made by her Majesty’s Government, that measures should 
be adopted for conte nung the people of Cuba, with a view 
to secure the connection between that island and the 
Spanish Crown; and it must be evident that if the negro 
population of Cuba were rendered tree, that fact would 
create a most powerful element of resistance to any scheme 
for annexing Cuba to the United States, where slavery atill 
€Xists } 

‘“* With regard to the bearing which negro emancipation 
would have on the interests of the white proprietors, it may 
safely be affirmed that free labor costs less than slave labor ; 
and itis indisputable thata free and contented peasantry 
are sater neighbors for the wealthy classes above them than 
il} treated and resentiul slaves.” 


On the Sth of January, 1852, Lord Howden 
thus writes from Madrid to Earl Glanville, who 
had come into the Foreign Office on the resigna- 
tion of Lord Palmerston: 

‘* By the anxious desire of the Spanish Government, It 
take the liberty of caliing your lordship’s attention to the 
wish, widely entertained here, that, through the friendly 
interest and influence of England, an abnuegatory declara 
tion on the partof France and the United States, and of 
England, of course, might be made with regard to Cuba.”’ 


This invitation of interference from Spain was 
evidently brought about by the communication of 
20th October, and others of a similar character. 
On the 24th April, 1852, Lord Malmesbury com- 
municates to Mr. Isturitz, Spanish Embassador 
at London, copies of the project of a convention 
to be proposed to the United States by the British 
and French Ministers at Washington, and the 
Marquis de Miraflores, on the 30:h April, 1852, 
thanks Lord Howden in the warmest terms for 
his agency in having brought about this conven- 
tion, or rather proposition for aconvention. Mr. 
Isturitz, in a memorandum, which has no date, 
but from the order in which it appears in the par- 
liamentary document from which I quote, must 
have been addressed to Lord Malmesbury between 
the 8th and 30th July, 1852, says: 

** Her Catholic Majesty desires that, should the Govern- 
ment of the United States not adhere to the declaration re- 
specting the island of Cuba, intrusted to the British and 
French Representatives at Washington, England and 
France would declare on their side, that they never will 
allow any other Power, whether European or American, at 
any time to possess itself of the Island of Cuba, either by 
cession, alienation, conquest, or insurrection of the same. 
Any such declaration made by the two Powers collectively 
would answer the intention put forward on a former occa- 
sion by the United States, never to allow a European Power 
to possess itself of Cuba. It would, moreover, be in con- 
sonance with the idea which, eecording to information re 
ceived by Her Catholic Mujesty’s Government, at present 
prevails with the French and British Representatives, to 
whose care the negotiations now pending at Washington 
have been intrusted.”’ 


On the 12th July, 1852, the Marquis de Mira- 
flores, in writing to Mr. Calderon de la Barca, 


states, very openly, what Mr. Crampton, in writ- 


ing to Lord Malmesbury, on the same day, had 


| only indirectly alluded to, ‘‘the inexpediency of 


urging too strongly the pending questions, whilst 
the result of the presidential election remains, as 
yet, undedided.”” Mr. Crafnpton says: 


“Two months, however, having elapsed without onr 
having received any further communication from Mr. 
Webster on this subject, and certain circumstances regard 
ing the internal political state of the country, (these must, 
of course, have been the presidential nominations,) which 
M. Sartiges and myself had reason to believe were the cause 


| of the delay, no longer existing, we thought the time had 


| idential nominations had been made. 


come when it would be well to bring the matter again under 
the consideration of the United States Government.” 
This was done on the 8th July, when the pres- 
but the ill- 
ness and lamented death of Mr. Webster prevented 
his replying. I have already offered my feeble 


| tribute of praise to the able, thoroughly American, 
' / 


and, if he will allow me to pay him, what to some 
of his admirers may seem an equivocal compli- 
ment, Democratic reply of his successor. By the 
way,if thedistinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts, whom | regret not to see in his seat, has 
no special reason to the contrary, he would greatly 
gratify my curiosity, and, | doubt not, that of 
many others, if he would explain the great dis- 


| crepancy between his letter, as Secretary of State, 
| dated December 1, 1852, and President Fi!!more’s 


message, communicated to Congress only five days 
after; for the objections urged in the latter against 
the acquisition of Cuba, will apply with equal 
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force in all future time, or at least, until the races 
that now compose its population shall be extermin- 
ated. The African and Spaniard must alike dis- 
appear, before Mr. Fillmore could consider its 
acquisition desirable. If England be allowed to 
have her way in the matterfthis problem will soon 
be more than half solved. ‘The Spanish race will 
have ceased to exist; and the African, if left to 
its own resources, with the enormous dispropor- 
tion of males to females now, according to the last 
census, existing in the island, will rapidly melt 
away. ‘The overtures of France and England 
having been thus definitively rejected, Lord Johr 
Russell, in his dispatch to Mr. Eridiipvon, of Feb- 
ruary 16, 1853, which was by him communicated 
to our Government, closed with this very signifi- 
cant remark: 

“ Finally, while fully admitting the right of the United 
States to reject the proposal made by Lord Malmesbury and 
M. de Turgot, Great Britain must at once resume her en 
tire liberty, and upon any occasion that may call for it be 
free to act either singly or in conjunction with other Powers 
ais to her may seem fit.’’ 

This implied menace seems, by the declaration 
of Lord Clarendon on the first night of the present 
session of Parliament, in the House of Peers, to 
have been carried out, at least so far as mutual 

rromises between France and England go. Recol- 
loa that is the Secretary for Foreign Affairs who 
speaks: 

‘<1 will further add thatthe union between the two Gov 


ernments has not heen confined to the Eastern question. 
The happy accord and good understanding between France 
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at the number of slaves annually imported into the island, 








and complaints of the almost open manner in which the 


traffic was carried on under the very noses of the Captains- | 


General, always excepting the excellent General Concha. 
Secondly, | have been making fruitless attempts to get the 
Spanish Gove ronment to declare the abominable traffic in 
men piracy—that is to say, to follow the example of the 
United States in this particular. Thirdly, I passed my time 
in anxious solicitations to obtain the ultimate and complete 
freedom of those negroes called ‘ Emancipados,’ which 
have been fraudulently detained in bondage since the year 
1817. in disregard of treaties. I 
Spanish Government has listened to the dictates of justice 
and humanity, and bas granted me this boon. Fourthly, I 
have been endeavoring to procure an abrogation of that in- 
tolerant and immoral law, by which foreigners wishing to 
settle in Cuba are obliged to change their religion, on the 
sombtwhat startling principle (not understood elsewhere) 
that becoming bad men is a satisfactory preliminary to be 
coming good subjects. 

‘To these official negotiations I have added, at various 
times, friendly and officious exhortations to improve the 
internal system of the island, by facilitating the administra 
tion of justice, and by liberalizing the nominations to office 
and employment among the natives of the i-land. You 
will see whatl reaily have done, or rather attempted to do, 
is very different from what [ am said to have done in your 
papers. When the true state of the case is known, and ig 
norance Or malevolence dispelled, I even reckon up@A the 
good wishes of your countrymen in the success of the 
measures [ ask, so consonant with your own laws and in- 
stitutions. In all that T have here told you, with entire can 
dor, the United States can only see the natural working of 
England’s declared and unchanging policy in acause which 
is dear to her; and Spain herself inust feel that, in days like 
these, unless she executes her engagements and modifies 
her intolerance, she can never hope to enter again, and as 
she ought to do, into the hierarchy of nations.’* 


Let us compare these bold, unqualified asser- 


LOBE. 


journals of its not being approved by | 


rejoice to say that the | 


| island. 








English diplomates. It was widely circulated f 
Europe and the United States, and could yor } “a 
failed to attract the notice of Lord Clarendon... 


yet we have no intimation in any of the L ag 


; iim, § 
lence in such a case presumes not only assent, | 
tb 


approbation, and commentary upon so ZTORS & Ler 
version of the truth in so high a quarter, would 1. 
superfluous. ‘To say the least of it, it presents ' : 
very favorable specimen of the fair dealing of y, 
English Cabinet. — 

There is one thing in Lord Palmerston’ 
which cannot fail to strike even the mos 
reader; it is the recklessness of the assertion wit 
the experience of Jamaica and every other Wes 
Indian colony where the experiment of eman: 
pation had been tried, fresh and full before him 
that ‘*free labor costing less than slave labo, 
negro emancipation would promote the interests .: 
white proprietors, a free and contented peasantry 
being safer neighbors for the wealthy classes thar 
ill-treated and resentful slaves.’’ P 

Let us now see how far the idea of a concerte 
lan for the emancipation of the slaves in Cy), is 
orne out by the action of the authorities of the 
It is a matter of notoriety that the Spa y 
ish officials there have repeatedly and openly de. 
clared that, in the event of the insurrection of th. 
Creole population, they would not only emanci- 
pate the slaves, but arm them against their masters: 
but, until very lately, nothing had been done to. 
wards the realization of this threat, and utteranes 


it 


8 letter, 
t Casug 


and England have been extended beyond Eastern policy to 
the policy affecting a/l parts of the world, and I am heartily 
rejovced to say that there is no portion of the two hemis- 
pheres with regard to which the policy of the two countries, 
however heretofore antagonistic, is not now in entire har- 
mony. [Cheers.] Thus, then, my lords, at least one great 
good will have been secured by these transactions—thattwo 
great, and hitherto rival, nations have learnt to know and 
to appreciate each other better, to reject the fallacy that 
they are each other's natural enemy,and to be ready to act 
heartily together in any just and righteous cause. ’? (Cheers. } 


Now, there is another matter which to many, 


tions, that all his negotiations with the Spanish 
Government respecting Cuba have been fully 
stated by him, with the record which I hold in my 
hand, and see how completely they are falsified. 
His letter to Lord Glanville of 9th January, 1852, 
I have already read, and have alluded to that 
of the Marquis of Miraflores, of 30th April, and 
from which I will now read extracts, and it will | 
be seen that | have qualified Lord Howden’s volun- | 
teer declaration to Mr. Corbin by the mildest pos- 
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had not been given to it in any official form, The 

Creoles of the white race are the great slave pro. 

prietors, and whatever may be said to the cop. 

trary, are, with entire unanimity, opposed to the 
| Spanish domination, and desire, either by revoly. 
tion and subsequent annexation, or by purchase, 
to enter into our Confederacy. 

On this point, I speak not from mere conjecture 
or report, but from personal observation, and the 
| most reliable sources of information; and the fx 
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indeed to most Americans, will appear too trivial 
for notice here, but which to me seems of very 
grave import. 
tween our Minister and the French Embassador, 
M. de Turgot, Lord Howden, the representative 
of a Government where duelling is not only a 
felony at law, but where—what is much more im- 
portant—public opinion permits the penalties of 
the law to be enforced, acted as the second of the 
French Minister; and, although this happened 


In the recent duel at Madrid, be- | 


sible term, as a reticence, the ‘‘ suppressio veri:’’ 


It is highly gratifying for me to be able to offer, in reply | 


to your lordship’s note, (conveying a copy of the proposed 
tripartite convention,) a new testimony of the lively satisfac- 
tion which the Government of Her Majesty feels in reflect 
ing upon the manner essentially beneficial for the common 
interests of Spain and England, with which your lordship 
fills the high mission confided to you by your august Sov- 
ereign at this Court. 
cere and expressive thanks which I give you in the name of 
the Government of Her Majesty, for the efficacious manner 
in which you have contributed to the happy issue of the 


I beg your lordship to accept the sin- | 


will hardly be questioned, when I cite as a witness, 
the late Captain General Cafiedo, who, in acireu- 
lar addressed, on the 29th October, 1853, to tie 
subordinate officers in the island, said: 

** Convinced, as is the Supreme Government, that it can 


|| only count upon the efficacious adbesion of the Spaniards 


of the Peninsula, (Spain,) and of the traders; and persuaded, 
also, that the Creoles are all its enemies, or, at least, that 
they are indifferent to the triumph of the holy cause of Her 
Majesty, and that, in the course of time, their fortunes will 


be contributed to serve the purposes of the revolutionary 
traitors, you will proceed,”’ &c. 

The threat of a servile war is sufficiently clear 
in the proclamation of the same Captain General, 
on resigning the command of the Island to his 
successor, General Pezuela, on the 3d December 
last; he then says: 

‘Remain obedient to the Supreme Government and to 
| the officers it sends you, and never for a moment forget (hat 

the very existence and the name of Cuba depend upon its 
continuing to be a Spanish possession.”’ 

Mr. Barrenger our late Minister to Spain, in his 
dispatch of 14th December, 1852, confirms this 
view of the subject: 


“Tt is said that as a last resort to prevent its (Cubs 
falling into the power of the United States, or beconing 4 
free independent State by revolution, secret orders have 
been issued to emancipate the slaves, and place aris 
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some three or four months since, he has not been 
recalled, nor have we heard that he has been even | 
reprimanded for his conduct. 
That { may net be misunderstood, I would here | 
disclaim any idea of censuring the course of the 
principals in the duel. Each of them, no doubt, 
thought that it could not be avoided without the || 
risk of compromiting his honor. But, on the part |. 
of Lord Howden, there could be no possible obli- 
gation to go out with M. de Turgot, and he cer- 
tainly would not have done so, had he not felt 
assured, in advance, of the approbation of his gov- 
ernment. | have taken some pains to inquire, and 
JeArn that there can be nowhere found a parallel 
case. While on the subject of Lord Howden, | 
cannot refrain from saying that his very emphatic 
denial, addressed to an old and valued friend of 


negotiation which forms the subject of the present com- 
munication.”’ 


Might I not, with perfect propriety, have gone 
further, and charged the British Minister at Mad- 
rid with the assertion of a falsehood? But it is | 
quite as evident that he is an equally unreliable | 
witness In a much more important matter. His 
agency in the proposed tripartite convention might 
have been safely avowed; not soin relation to the 
suggestion of Lord Palmerston of the emancipa- 
tion of the slaves. Lord Howden still represents 
Queen Victoria at Madrid, and yet, if he speak 
the truth in his letter to Mr. Corbin, he had, since 
the 20th of October, 1851, failed to present the ar- 
guments in favor of emancipation, which he was | 
expressly instructed to urge upon the Spanish 
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mine, Mr. F. P. Corbin, of Virginia, of any in- 
terference, past or present, actual or intended, 


with the emancipation of the slaves in Cuba, | 


would have commanded from me more implicit 
credence, if he had alluded to the letter of Lord 


Palmerston, of the 20th of October, 185], and said | 
His | 


that he had abstained from acting on it. 
reticence respecting so important a fact, having a 


direct connection with the subject on which he was | 


wriung to Mr. Corbin, cannot, without excessive 


charity, be ascribed to inadvertence or forgetful- | 


ness. 


To satisfy the Senate that this doubt of the fair- | 


ness of Lord Howden’s denegation is not unwar- 
ranted by the facts, I will read that portion of his 
letter, dated Paris, 14th November last, in which, 
after denying in the most positive terms, every 
assertion that England wished to Africanize Cuba, 
he proceeds to specify ‘‘ what had been, during 
the last three years, his negotiations with the 

Spanish Government respecting Cuba, that it | 
might be seen that there was not the sligitest | 
foundation for the rumors that had been circulated | 


in the United States:’’ 


‘« Firstly, I have been making unceasing representations 


The habitual discipline of English 


diplomatists, their strictand prompt obedience to | 
the instructions of their official chiefs, are well | 
known, and Lord Palmerston, a thorough martinet 


in the administration of the Foreign Office, was 
the last man to tolerate a. like contumacy 
or neglect of his orders. Weare bound then to 


flores what he was instructed to say, and the most 


favorable construction we can place upon the dis- | 
crepancy is, that the archives of his legation, not | 
being at hand to refresh his memory, the fifth and | 
sixth and most important subjects of his negotia- | 


tions had escaped his recollection. 


Another and more natural, if less charitable solu- | 


tion, may be found in the supposition that Lord 


| Howden, knowing that his cabinet was desirous, 
from the threatening aspect of the Russian question, | 


to remove suspicions of the existence ofa convention 


between the three Governments respecting Cuba, | 


found it convenient to profit by the opportunity 
resented by Mr. Corbin, to effect his object. His 


etter, on so gravea subject, to a citizen of the | 
United States, eminently respectable, but oceupy- | 
ing no public position, is altogetheranomalous, and | 
‘contrasts strongly with the habitual reserve of |) trative matiers, shall be submitted to the censor, with” 


their bands for the maintenance of their own rule and a0 
thority in the island, and that is the true reason of the recent 
increase of the slave trade in that island, in violation “ 
public treaties It is repeated as a motto in the publ 

press of Spain, that Cuba must always be either ** Spain! 
or African.”? What the future may bring forth it ts Imp 
sible to see ; but this, certainly, is the prevalent feeling a 
determination in Spain, in reference to the aspect of @ 


|| fairs and the final destiny of the Island of Cuba.” 


believe that Lord-Wewden did say to M. Mira- 


General Pezuela was known in Spain to enter 
tain notions favorable to the emancipation of the 
slaves. He lost no time in proclaiming them ” 
Cuba. He entered upon his office on the 4th 0 
December, and on the 8th an article appeared !" 
the official paper, the ‘* Diario de la Marina, |" 
which the policy of emancipation, as a neces**'Y 
concession to European opinion, was very pit!) 
indicated. Justly to appreciate the value of (0 
tations from this journal, it will be proper to show 
what are the relations of the press in Cuba = eA 
government. The ‘rules for the censors®'p" 
newspapers’’ declare: 

“It shall be the duty of the censor to inform the ©" 
Govermor, within the day of the publication ot the news 
paper subject to his revision, of the publication 0! any eit 
cle which has been inserted without his approval, °F 
alterations. i esit 

‘* Art. 14, All articles which treat of political or a¢ 
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‘ 
IToder these regulations which are stringently 
-rced, the opintonsand arguments enounced in 

the newspapers of Havana are all approved by 

ce Government before publication. The ** Diario”’ 

“¢ the 2ath December, has an article on the neces- 

«oo of a new organization of labor, recommending 


—_ ‘mportation of apprentices. It is much too 
verbose for quotation, and is written ina very am- 


hious and oracular style; but it contains one 
paragraph which cannot be misinterpreted: 
- Itbeing understood that what we have in view is to 
.a transition from labor that itis entirely compulsory to 
ganization of labor under the system of complete tree- 
» which prev ails in other countries, itis necessary, pru 
sont and just, that we shall coueiliate as far as possible 
- exivencies of both extremes. The contract system, 
ty establishes for a fixed period, a reciprocal servitude 
a reciprocal mastership, is the only possible solution of 
delicate a problem.”? 


ak 


On the 24th December last, a decree was pro- 
mulzated authorizing, for two years, the unlimited 
importation of apprenticed laborers from Spain, 
India, Yucatan, and the Chinese Empire. It con- 
taing sixty-seven articles, prescribing minute reg- 
wiations for the system. But some idea of their 
eficacy for the protection of the victims of this 
new slave trade, may be formed from the second 
clause of the fifth article, which declares that not 
more than four persons per ton, including the crew, 
shall be shipped on any vessel. Our limit for pas- 
sengers was two to every five tons, and when the 
resent regulation requiring fourteen square feet of 
deck foreach passenger was substituted, it wassup- | 
posed to be a fair equivalent for the old allowance. 
Iff err, my friend from New York [Mr. Fisu] who 
has lately investigated the subject of European em- 
ivr tion, willcorrect me. We all know that there 
is a vast deal of suffering, and great mortality on 

ird of our emigrant ships, whose voyages are 
altogether made in the temperate zone. What, 
then, will be the horrid fate of these Cuban ap- 
prentices transported within thetropics on vessels 
allowed, by law, to carry ten times the propor- 
tioned number of passengers to which our ships 
are limited? With us, a ship of a thousand tons, 
which probably is about the average size of our 
Liverpool packet-ships, can transport four hun- 
dred passengers. ‘The Spanish slaver is permitted 
to stow, or rather pack, in the same space four 
thousand apprentices. This would seem hardly 
credible, yet here is the decree at full, and any one || 
who chooses to examine it, may find many other 
provisions exemplifying almost as strongly the 
paternal care which is to be extended to these fa- 
vored objects of English philanthropy. Take, for 
instance, article fifty-seven: 





“The master will only be able to apply the following 
punishments: The stocks, prison, and chains from one to 
thirty days, with or without privation of salary.”’ 


‘Bat subsequent articles expressly recognize the 
right of the master to inflict other punishment | 
whenever, in his opinion, ** the emergency requires 
summary action.”? 

| have visited several plantations in Cuba where 
& portion of tige laborers were Chinese, and I know 
that they were subjected to precisely the same la- 
bor and the same discipline as the negro slaves. 
Cannot some of our northern abolitionists spare 
® portion of their sympathy for these yellow- 
skinned sufferers, or is ebony the only shade of 
complexion that can elicit it? Why are not the 
horrid details of the sufferings of five or six hun- | 
dred Chinese, inveigled by English merchants on 
board of English ships, under the pretext of con- | 
veying them to California, and then sold to bond- 
age in the Chincha Islands, made the theme of elo- |. 
quent declamation at the Tabernacle or Fanueil | 
Hall by the Beechers, Jays, Phillipses, and other 
orators of the abolition school ?* 


‘siti a 
' "he following letter is taken from the New York Na- 
tonal Democrat: 
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€ guano is dug by Chinese coolies, or laborers, who 
oa ought here by English ships from the free ports of 
that iron coasts. The poor fellows are made to believe | 
i they are going to do well by engaging to serve as la 
= and gn! five years ata real (York shilling) a day, anda 
a jee of rice. They faney, it is said, they 
ever tap deh ope in the gold mines of California. How- 
E ee aoe be, itis certain that they are shipped here in 
he aend Ee and transferred or assigned (or whatever | 
Bove dene such a transaction should be) to the Peruvian | 
havin nt. IT have known Englishmen who spoke of || 
& been engaged in the traffic. The Government places |! 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


On the 28th December, four days after the pro- 
mulgation of the decree authorizing the importa- 
tion of apprentices, the ** Diario’’ contained a long 
and labored article to prove that none but black 
laborers could be usefully employed in agricultural 
industry in Cuba. On the 20th January the Cap- 
tain General addressed to the several administra- 
tive bureaus, and to a few private individuals high 
in its confidence, the following circular: 


** Gobierno y Capitania General—Being desirous of re 


| porting to Her Majesty accurately in regard to the labor ap- 


plicable in this island to agriculture, L request that you lay 
before me your opinion upon this subject, taking into view 
and studying the situation of the slave race relative to otir 
internal and external relations ; and the manner in which 
laborers can be increased in suflicient numbers to cover 


| these requirements of agriculture which are not reached 


by the newly instituted system of colonization, the pro 
priety of resorting or not (with due respect to our treaties 
with other nations regarding the slave trade) to the intro 


| duction of African apprentices ; and finally, the form and 


manner in which this system can be best established, and 
whatever else may occur to you upon this subject of so 
great lmportance. 

** God preserve you many years. 

“EL MARQUES DE LA PEZUELA. 

* Havana, 18th January, 1854.” 

It has already appeared in a New Orleans paper, 
but | have received manuscript copies from two 
different sources in Cuba; they vouch for its au- 
thenticity, and speak of the design of the Captain 
General, acting under instructions from Madrid, to 
bring about the emancipation of the negroes, as 
no longera matter of doubt. To cap the climax of 
usurpation and oppression, an order has been 
issued allowing all slaves to hire their time at eight 
dollars per month. The Spanish law has always 
favored the emancipation of the slave, and to 
enable him to acquire his liberty a tariff has been 
placed on his labor according to his convertible 
value, or the price paid for him. This was ten 
cents per day onevery $100 value. Thus: a slave 
worth $500, by paying his master fifty cents per 
day, or fifteen dollars per month, could apply the 
balance of his earnings to the accumulation of a 
fund for the purchase of hisliberty. Six hundred 
dollars is the minimum price of a healthy slave, 
so that the master, by being reduced from a 
monthly compensation of eighteen dollars to eight 
dollars, is deprived, by a stroke of the pen, of more 
than half his revenue. 

Meanwhile the slave trade is going on with in- 
creased vigor, the vigilance of English cruisers 


has been so much relaxed for some months, as to | 


justify the belief that the British Government is 
conniving at the introduction of slaves into Cuba. 


| As we know that there is no disposition to pro- 


mote the development of the agricultural resources 
of the island, to the detriment of their own colonies, 
we can draw but one inference from a course 
which would otherwise be inexplicable. She has 


them on these islands, avowedly under the original contract, 
to labor for five years; but who ts to know how far this 
contract, if such it may be called, is adhered to? The truth 
is, the poor Chinamen are sold into absolute slavery—sold 
by Englishmen into slavery, the worst and most cruel, per 
haps, in the world. There are about eight hundred of the 
unfortunate creatures at work on these islands at a tme. 
As fast as death thins them out, the number is increased by 
new importations. Thelabor is severe, much more so than 
that of the negroes on our southern plantations. They are 
kept at hard work in the hot eun throughout the day. On 
the middle island they are tasked, each one, strong and 
weak alike, to dig from the hill and wheel to the mangnueras 
five tons of guano each per diem. The guano i«compact, 
like hard clay like loam, and as dusty, when dug, as ashes. 
On the north island it has to be blasted for the steam paddies. 
It has to be wheeled from a hundred yards to a quarter of 
amile. The nature of the labor may be conceived. 

« The Chinese work almost naked, under a tropical sun, 
where it never rains. They are slender figures, and do not 
look strong. Negro drivers, the most ugly-looking blacks I 
ever saw, are stationed among them, with heavy thongs, 
which I have seen them use. The poor coolies have no 
hope of reward, no day of rest. 

“The smoke of their torment goes upon Sundays as well 
as on week days. It blows away ina yellow cloud miles 
to leeward, and I never see it without thinking what a hell 
on earth these islands must be. That I do not exaggerate 
this account, any one who has been here will readily bear 
witvess. The fact that some of the Chinese almost every 
wee i commit suicide to eseape their fate shows the true 
state of their case. 1 was told that more than sixty had 
killed themselves during the yeur, chiefly by throwing them 
selves from the cliffs. They are buried as they live, like 
so mai v dogs. I saw one who had been drowned—it was 
not known whether accidental or not—lying on the guano, 
when I terst went ashore. All the morning bis dead body 
lay in the sun; in the afternoon they bad covered it a few 
inches, and there it lies, along with many similar heaps, 
within a few yards of where they were digging. On the 
north island the Chinese carry heavy water casks, slung on 


poles, between two, up the steep hills; they can, in this | 
way, as well as in barrows, take weights altogethgr dispro- || 


portionate to their slender forms.”’ 


1023 


always contended, that the negroes imported since 
the treaty for the suppression of the slave trade, in 
In17, were entitled to their freedom; and, over 
those introduced since the supplemental treaty of 
1835, she has claimed guardianship and right of 
interference, It is estimated that much more than 
a moiety of all the slaves in the island are in this 
category. The price of present immunity from 
interference must be future emancipation. 

This is probably the question tn this hemis- 
phere on which Lord Clarendon says that the 
policy of France and England, however antago- 
nistic heretofore, is now in entire harmony. He 
cannot allude to any other subject than Cuba. 
For several years the two countries acted in con- 
cert in their difficulties with the Argentine Con- 
federacy, until their final adjustment; and | am 
not aware of any part of this hemisphere, with 
the exception of the United States, where any oc- 
casion for concerted action has existed, or can 
exist; and as on the surface, at least, there appear 
elsewhere no disturbing elements, it would puz- 
zle the most ingenious head to imagine where, on 
this side of the Atlantic, these loving allies are to 
display their harmonious policy, except towards 
usin Cuba. [tis now, fortunately, notimprobable 
that they will find themselves sufficiently oecu- 
pied nearer home. 

And here it may not be Inappropriate to aay 
how much it is to be regretted that in the Russo- 
Turkish quarrel, the attention of the country has 
not been more directed to the question in its as- 
pects as affecting our own political interests. Ag 
between the rude and vigorous barbariam of the 
Cossack, and the effete nationality of the Moelem, 
I find no roum for active sympathy, scarcely even 
for an abstract preference. The gratuitous and 
unwarranted declarations of our Minister, Mr. 
Spence, in his presentation to the Porte, calls for 
something more decided than a reprimand. If 
made in the terms stated in the newspapers, with 
every appearance of authenticity, there is but one 
fitting remedy, his immediate and unqualified re- 
call. Should the contest, as many believe it will, 
({ am not of the number,) be speedily decided 
in favor of Western allies of the Porte, Louis 
Napoleon living and continuing to wield despotic 
power, we may not only abandon all hope of any 
early reaction in favor of liberal principles in 
Europe, but may look to a probable collision for 

| which we are by no means prepared. 

It is true that we have just made one short step 
in the right direction: we have appropriated three 
millions for a half dozen steam frigates, and have 
had the good sense to give a large discretion as to 
the mode of construction to the able Secretary of 
the Navy, which | feel confident will produce, 
instead of the miserable abortions under the old 
system, ships not unworthy of our past naval 
reputation. But England has now fifty or sixty 
war steamers afloat, and France as many more— 
ready, so soon as their services may be dispensed 
with in the Balticand Black Seas, to illustrate, on 
our shores, the happy accord which Lord Claren- 
don traveled out of the record so offensively to 
state, existed between the two Powers in both 
hemispheres. We have fortunately been fore- 
warned; it will be our own fault if we be not fore- 
armed. This menace should, at least, have one 
salutary effect—that of checking the disposition to 
scatter with so much profusion the public treasure 
on every side on objects of more than question- 
able justice or utility. We seem to be in constant 
dread of financial plethora, and anxious to de- 
plete in every way, excepting in preparations for 
defense. 

With these, as | think, conclusive evidences of 
the intentions of Great Britain and France, inten- 
tions which, if realized, will soon, after scenes of 
blood and horror from which every one not 
blinded by fanaticism must instinctively recoil, 
convert this fair island into a second Hayti, what 
course have we to pursue? Shall we remain 
passive spectaturs until the fatal blow has been 
struck, or shall we at once put ourselves in an atti- 
tude to repel and avertit? | counsel neither nego- 
tiation nor remonstrance gp this subject; we have 
the remedy in our own hands; it is that indicated 
in the resolution which | have submitted. Arm 
the President with the simple power to unfetter 
the limbs of our people, and the Government will 
have no occasion to put forth the energies of the 
nation; individual enterprise and liberality wiil at 
'| once furnish the men and the materiel that will 
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enable the native population of Cuba to shake off 


the yoke of their trans-Atlantic tyrants. 

| desire ro movement on the part of our citi- 
zens, until the Cubans shall have put their own 
ehoulders to the wheel. They have been reproached 
for ihe pusilanimity, but let it be once under- 
stood that if, by their own efforts to vindicate their 
rights, they show themselves worthy of our sym- 
pathies, the arm of the Federal Government will 
not be interposed on behalf of their oppressors, 
in less than six months the flag of freedom, the 
Jone star, will wave over the whole island—the 
Moro may, perhaps, hold out somewhat longer. 
One thing 18 certain, that in despite of all your stat- 
utes, your collectors, your marshals, your Army 
and Navy, if the revolutionary standard be once 
hoisted in Cuba, and maintained for a few short 
weeks, no Administration can prevent our citi- 
zens rushing to the rescue in such numbers as 
will secure its triumph—a Democratic President 
would not desire to do it. I deprecate as much 
as any one can such a contingency. There is but 
one mode to avert it. Intrust the power to sus- 
pend the neutrality laws to the President. He 
will not exercise it lightly; and, inall probability, 
the knowledge of his power will dispense with the 
necessity of exercising it at all. France and Eng- 
land will retract their mischievous counsels, and 
orders will be given to the Captain General to re- 
trace his steps. 

We have alrendy had some experience of the 
emptiness of these menaces of interposition; they 
tended rather to precipitate than to retard the 
acquisition of Texas, and will, if persisted in, 
produce the same effect now. I repeat, | would 
deprecate any movement not invited by the up- 
riaing of the people of Cuba; butif they bedriven 
to it by the conviction that they are doomed by 
their jailors to the horrors of a servile war, then, 
I Ray, hands off; the people will not, cannot, be 
prevented from giving them aid more substantial 
than their prayers. They will not permit a Black 
empire under a British Protectorate, the key of 
the Gulf of Mexico, nominally independent, but 
for every purpose of annoyance and aggression, a 
British dependency to be established in sight of 
our own shores. 

Cuba is studded with the safest and most capa- 
cious ports, from whence an enemy may menace, if 
notcommand, the immense and constantly increas- 
ing commerce which must pass through the narrow 
strait that separates it from Florida. We have 
repeatedly announced to the world that we will 
not permit it to fall into the possession of any 
other European powerthan Spain. This declara- 
tion has met with the hearty, unanimous response 
of the nation, and yet its cession to either France 
or England would be less dangerous to the South 
than the existence of a pretended independent 
black Empire or Republic. I say nothing of the 
value of the island ina financial point of view; 
its inexhaustible fertility; its annual exports, now 
amounting to nearly thirty millions, and which 
would soon be doubled under a good government, 
where any confidence was reposed in its stability. 
At this time agricultural property is not worth 
more than three or four years, purchase, estimated 
on the basis of present income. A plantation, 
yielding a net revenue of $25,000, can be bought 
for less than $100,000. ' 

{ think it unnecessary to make more than a 
passing allusion to a matter of recent occurrence, 
and which has been the subject of a communica- 
tion from the President to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I mean the seizure of the United 
States mail steamer Black Warrior at Havana, 
and confiscation of her cargo. This is but one, 
the most outrageous, indeed, of a long series of in- 
sults and vexations by which it has been attempt- 
ed to exclude our steamers from Cuba. They 
serve to complete the proof [ have adduced of an 
understanding, probably an alliance, consummated 
by treaty between Spain, France, and England. 
The Cuban authorities would never have dared to 
take so offensive a step, if they had not relied on 
the support of those Powers. I have no doubt 
that the policy indicated by the President will be 
energetically pursued, and that full pecuniary 
reparation to the owners of the Black Warrior, 
and apology for the insult to our flag, will ulti- 
mately be obtained. f 

But I regret that we are to look for this at 
Madrid. I should have preferred to see it exacted 
in a more summary way by the blockade of Ha- 
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vana and the other principal ports of the island. 
it is high time that we should have a remedy for 
these insults more immediately at hand, and that 
the Captain General should be compelled to use 
his power, which is only restricted by his ultimate 
responsibility at Madrid, as well for redress as 
for aggression. I have been satisfied, for the last 
three months, that the power of suspending the 
neutrality jaws should be conferred on the Presi- 
dent; | now think that it should be done at once. 
Perhaps it may be proper to go further than I 
have proposed, and to make it discretionary, to 
use it even during the session of Congress, but I 
have been restrained by the belief that the President 
will only have to announce to the Representatives 
of the people and of the States, that the contin- 
gency has arrived, and call for immediate action, 
and his appeal will be promptly responded to. 
The issue must be met eventually, and we cannot 
choose a more proper moment for its solution, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, | am aware 
that this is not the proper occasion for the discus 
sion of the very grave subject to which my col- 
league has cailed the attention of the Senate and 
the country; yet, as he has done it in obedience to 
resolutions passed by the Legislature of our State, 
1 think it proper to.saya very few words. 

I concur with him in opinion, that the existence 
of aconcerted scheme for the Africanization of 
Cuba, and for the establishment of a negro State, 
nominally independent, and yet under the virtual 
protectorate of England, France, and Spain, has 
been conclusively established by the evidence that 
he has placed before the Senate in so connected 
and conclusive a form. I deem it proper further 
to state, that | am thoroughly convinced of the 
fact that this scheme is now in process of execu- 
tion; and | deemit to be the duty of this Govern- 
ment firmly and promptly to oppose, by all proper 
means, the carrying out of a line of policy so 
fraught with danger, not only to the country at 
large, butespecially to our southern constituencies. 

1 am not prepared, sir, to commit myself to the 
line of policy indicated by the resolution offered 
by my colleague. I shall reserve what | have to 
say upon that point. I only rose to express the 
hope that this matter may be speedily taken into 


consideration by the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tions, and that their report may be presented to 
us. 


the indulgence of the Senate for a fuller expres- 
sion of my views upon the subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. If any other gentleman de- 
sires to speak on this subject, | suggest the pro- 
priety of postponing it until to-morrow, so that 
we may now take up the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

Mr.SLIDELL. I consider that this is not the 
proper time for the general discussion of the sub- 
ject. The resolution is poe one of inquiry, 
and can now be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and when they make their report, 
1 take it for granted that, whatever it may be, it 
will not be agreed to without discussion. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 suppose, as this resolution 
was introduced this morning, it cannot be consid- 
ered now unless by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT. It was introduced by 
unanimous consent, and there was no objection to 
its consideration. f 

Mr. SEWARD. It was impossible, at the dis- 
tance which I sit from the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, to hear the very elaborate argument 


which he has addressed to the Senate; and as this | 


question is one of very grave magnitude in its 
bearings, and in some respects may possibly tend 
to endanger the peace of the country, and to in- 
volve us in the calamities of war, which are just 
beginning in the eastern world; and as, in looking 
around, | see that the honorable chairman of the 


Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. Mason] is || 


not in his seat, and that two other distinguished 
members of that committee are not here, I have 
risen for the purpose of suggesting that the fur- 


ther consideration of the resolution be postponed || 


until to-morrow. 
Mr. SLIDELL. 
that. 
Several Senarors. 


Mr. SLIDELL. 


I have no sort of objection to 


Postpone it for a week. 
I think to-morrow will be 


| better. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, as the rep- 
‘resentative in part of the State which probably 


When it shall be presented, at the proper | 
time, and when discussion shall arise, | shall ask | 


May 1, 
will more directly be affected by the policy whi, 
has been indicated, ] must express my thanks tp 
the Senator from Louisiana for bringing fory 
this proposition, although I am not nre 
say that | will vote directly for that Propositios 
I take this opportunity to express my own opi; r 
that there cannot be a reasonable doubt a ‘ 
mind of any sensible man, who has been way) 

| ing the course of events in Cuba, that there is 
and has been for a long time, a decided determin. 
ation to Africanize that island. I have awa: 
thought so; and watching, as I have done for 
many years, the policy of that island, I have 4). 
ways thought that course was the most syici, 
that could possibly have been resorted to. s., 
Senators will recollect that as far back as 1259 
the proposition was directly made to our Mini's, 
at London, Mr Rush, by the British Govern. 
ment, that we should pledge ourselves to take yy 
measures for possessing ourselves either of the 
island, or of any peculur interesis in the island of 
Cuba, and that we should join England and Pranos 
then in committing ourselves. This was deeling 
at that time. 

Now, through the intervention of England, the 
term of apprenticeship to which imported Afyj. 
cans have been subject, of seven years, has beep 
recently reduced to one; and the latest adyi 
from Cuba disclose this state of facts, that the 
three hundred or four hundred Africans seized 
near Matanzas some months ago, when their 
title to liberty was fully made out, were not ap. 
prenticed for the usual term of seven years, but 
were put out to favorites of the Government for 
one year—the Captain General himself, the high. 
est in authority, setting the example of approha- 
tion of that policy by selecting one of the children 
for himself, who could be of no use to him, butto 
show to the people his own approbation of the 
policy. 1 trust the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, seeing the importance of the subject, wil! 
report at an early day. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the resolution will be 

| referred. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 

| poning its further consideration until to-morrow, 

Mr. CHASE. I have no objection to taking 

| the question on postponement without further de. 

| bate. | hope the resolution will be postponed; but 
I prefer that the postponement be for a week, 
rather than till to-morrow. 

The resolution does not contemplate any imme- 

| diate action, but merely proposes to confer a 
power on the President of the United States tobe 
exercised during the recess of Congress. Of course 
there is no necessity for immediate reference. As 

| the opinion of the honorable Senator from Louis 
iana (Mr. Sie] has been expressed upon the 
general question of our relation to Cuba, and also 
that of the honorable Senator from Florida, {Mr. 
Ma tory, ] their opinion, of course must go out to 
the country, and may, perhaps be taken as indicat: 

| ing the judgment of the Senate, unless some onpor- 
tunity be afforded to those who entertain diflerent 
opinions to state their views. ; 

For myself, | do not hesitate to say that, so far 
as any proper measures be taken by the Span- 
ish Government, either at Madrid @ in Havane, 
whether under the influence of England or France, 
or from independent considerations of duty end 

| policy, may tend to the emancipation of s!aves in 
Cuba, those measures will command my symp 

thy and my best wishes for their happy and ben- 
eficial issue to all parties. 
| But, sir, | am far from thinking that the dispo- 
| sition towards emancipation is confined to the 
Spanish Government in either hemisphere, or ° 
| the Governments of England and France. Cer- 

tain facts which have come to my knowledge '® 

cline me to the opinion that the idea of emancl)* 
| tion is seriously and favorably entertained by ms"'y 
enlightened Spaniards and Creoles in the island 
and out of the island, and by at least some of (0° 
| gentlemen who constitute what is familiarly know" 

'as the Cuban Junta. To that idea and that pur 

pose, by whomsoever entertained, | am decidedly 

| favorable. s 

On the other hand, to all that part of the po a 
of the English and Spanish-Governments, if tare 

| be such a policy, which tends to revive the Al 
| can slave trade under any name or in any mee 

|| whether for the purpose of supplying appren'\™ 
to the island, to be converted at some future perio 

\l either near or remote, into freemen, or for #") 
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